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PREFACE 


READER, 


e ofing thee a Chriſt ian, I preſent thee here with 
RED 77, Animadverſians on 4 Writings of an Ad- 
verſary of Chrift, who ranks the Son of God a- 
Leong Creatures, and doth no more venerate 
ane = him, than the Turks do Mahomet, They are 

| terribly afraid of honouring our Lord too much: 
they call him a God, not the moft High God, and therefore will 
be content to worſhip him, but not with their higheſt and ſu- 


preme Worſhip. © Chriſtians originally (ſaith Mr. Whiſton 
© in his Addreſs, p. 10.) gave their ſupreme and org Wor- 
[4 


© ſip ONLY to the Supreme and moft High God the Father,” 
What that Worſhip is they allow to this their inferior and 
created God, I know not; it may be that which Papiſts are ſaid 
to give to Angels and departed Saints; which yet will not ex- 
cuſe from Idolatry the one more than the other. Arians fay 
that Chrift was the Father's Agent in creating the World, but 
deny him to be co-equal, co-eſſential, and co-eternal with the 


Father; and ſo not only conſequentially deny him to be the moſt 


the mat High God. 


High God, but in expreſs terms affirm his Inferiority to the 
Father. And to confirm this, Mr. Chubb, an Arian, hath 
writ a Book, intitled, The Supremacy of the Father; and 
by Eight Arguments hath attempted to prove that the Father 
ONLY, and excluſive K. all other Perſons or Subſiſtencies, is 
is 4 the Book I have undertaken to 

2 exa- 
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examine, and have cenſured in the following Pages, to which 1 
refer you. 

The reading of which Book grieved me, and (ſeeing I knew 
of no other that would) conſtrained me to attempt ſomething 
to vindicate the Honour of our dear Lord. 

1 confeſs Unworthineſs to undertake ſuch a thing, but 
ſeeing the Blaſphemies I oppoſe came from a Layman's Pen, I 
bought 71 uttermoſt 4 would be blameleſs, if it ſhould 
not be ſo effectual for the End deſigned, as I wiſh and hope it 


wil prove. 


If I have been weak, let the Adverſary confute. I thought 


my ſelf ſufficient indeed to be his Anſwerer, or I would never 
have undertaken it. And tho this my Performance may not 
charm a learned Ear, or pleaſe ſome nice Palates; yet to ſuch 
a my ſelf, the unlearned and more ignorant part of Chriſtians, 
which every where exceed the other, I hope through Divine Bleſ- 
ſing it will give ſome ſatisfattion in thoſe great and important 
Articles of the Chriſtian Religion, by the Adverſary oppoſed. 
Do I ſay Great and Important! I ſay further, moſt Great 
and Fundamental. For take away the Divinity of Chrift, and 
you take away the Whole of Chriſtianity. Take away the Divi- 


nity of Chriſt, you take away Redemption, Juſtification, Pardon; 


yea, all manner of Acceſs to the Father. And I am bold to 
affirm, that by ſo doing you ſet Chriftianity, Turciſm, aud 
Heatheniſm, on an equal foot. 

What that inferior Worſhip is, that Arians will allow Chrift 
to have, I know not : The Scripture teaches us to believe in, to 
love, to hope in, and commit our Souls to Chriſt; and if this be 
not our higheſt Worſhip, Mr. Chubb muſt tell us what is higher. 
Fall Men muſt honour the Son as they honour the Father; 
if the Father no where in the Scripture calls for a diſtinct and 

eparate Worſhip from the Son; then ſurely the Son muſt be 
together worſhipped with the Father. But I will ſay no more 
here, but refer to the following Pages for a Refutation of the 
Arian Blaſphemies, Emer 
Mom that the Father of Lights may give Light, Under- 
Rtanding, and Wiſdom to his People, to the avoiding the Snares 
and Subtilties of Satan and all his Emiſſaries, is the unfeigned 
Prayer of the maſt unworthy of the Seruants of Chriſt, 


J. C. 
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2 


INTRODUCTION. 


* 


— — — 


HE Apoſtle faith, 1 Cor. 11. g. There muft be 
By alſo Hereſies among you. Our Lord faith, Mat 
7. 15. Beware of falſe Prophets, which come to 
ve 4 Lou in Sheeps Clothing. 
his Arian, whole Works I have undertaken 
the Examination of, comes indeed in Sheeps-Clothing, with 
the moſt ſpecious Pretences of Holineſs, and of reſtoring 
Chriſtianity to its original native Purity and Simplicity: 
tells us, that in what he hath done, he hath been but doin 
a Chriſtian Duty, in the Exerciſe of Chriſtian Liberty, 
Liberty, faith he, which we think our ſelves concern'd to 
ſtand faſt in, in oppoſition to the Incroachments of Popiſh 
Antichriſtianiſm. And was not this a ſubtle Inf guation a- 
mong Proteſtants, to endeavour to perſuade them in tha 
firſt place, that he was for a Reformation, that his Aim 
was but to root out Popiſh Antichriſtianiſm ? mm 
But what Popiſh Errors doth he oppoſe? Is it their ido- 
latrous Maſs ? Their Idol-Worſhip, as worſhipping the 
Croſs, Saints, Angels, Images, Reliques of Saints? Is his 
Oppoſition againſt their ſuperſtitious Pilgrimages ? their 
Auricular Confeſſion? Is it againſt their Pardons, Indul- 
gences, GC? No, not one word againſt any of theſe. It 
is poſſible theſe things they could bear with well enough. 
For Mr. / ton, in his Addreſs, treating of Baptiſm, 
p. 33. faith, © As the Preparation was ſolemn, ſo was the 
* Adminiſtration alſo, Before Eaſter the Church had her 
BR A 3 6 publick 
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© publick and ſtated Faſts, which were particularly obſery'd 
6 by the Candidates for Baptiſm. On the moſt Holy Night 
© in the Year, that which -preceded Eafter-Day, this moſt 
© holy Inſtitution was at firft publickly and devoutly celebra- 
ted, with the anointing with the holy Oil, before the trine 
© Immerſion into the Water, at (and the Seal of the Croſs, 
© by the holy Ointment, with the Impoſition of Hands 
© after) Baptiſm, This was in ſhort (faith he) the Ori- 
© ginal of Chriſtian Baptiſm,” 

And would it not be a fine Reformation, to have all theſe 
Superſtitions annex'd to Chriſt's Inſtitution ? Hear alſo 
ery he faith of the Holy Supper, p. 35. of the ſame Ad. 

reſs. ä 

This holy Ordinance, faith he, was originally appointed, 
© eſpecially to us Gentile Chriſtians, as an Oblation or un- 
© bloody Sacrifice, as a folemn Commemoration of the Sa- 
© crifice of Chriſt on the Croſs for our Redemption; where- 
© by weare in the moſt folemn manner to repreſent his 
© powerful Interceſſion, founded on the Sacrifice of his 
© Body and Blood. on the Croſs, to God the Father : in or- 
© der to the more effectual obtaining of the Bleſlings we 
© beg at his hands, both for the Saints departed, and all 
© Chriſtian People throughout the World.” 

This is what the Arians would introduce into the Re- 
formed Churches: And hence it appears, that Arians are 
not Enemies to Popery, as Popery is oppoſed to the Refor- 
mation. But they call that Popery, which all Proteſtants, 
ſave Socinians and themſelves, do embrace. 

So that Mr. Chubb's Outcry againſt Popery and Anti- 
chriſtianiſm, is not againſt that which is truly ſuch; bat he 
calls one of the fundamental Articles of Chriſtianity by 
thoſe names: and by holy and pious Pretences would not 
only introduce real Popery, but would make us ten times 
more Antichriſtian than the worſt of Papiſts themſelves, 

Is not this a falſe Prophet then in Sheeps Clothing? And | 
is it any wonder, that ſeeing Satan doth turn himſelf into ( 
an Angel of Light, that his Miniſters alſo be transform'd, | 
as the Miniſters of Righteouſneſs ? Whoſe End ſhall be accor- 
ding to their Works, 2 Cor. 11. 14, 15. 

What zealous Pretences doth this Arian make? No leſs, 
than of reſtoring due Honour to God. As if the Father 
was diſhonour'd, by our honouring his dear and only-be- 
gotten Son; when he hath commanded that all Men ſhould 
konour the Son, as they honour the Father, _—_ 
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And | defire it may be obſerved, that while we do give 


due Honour to the — we thereby detract nothing from 


the Father, We indeed diſtinguiſh of the divine Eſſence, 
but do not divide it. We — es Holy Trinity, Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Spirit, (into whoſe Name we are equal- 
ly baptized, and to whoſe Service we are equally devoted) 
as one Omnipotent, Pure, and Holy God. & +1; 
Theſe Arians deny a Trinity of Perſons in the Divine 
Eſſence, and would have the Father to be eſteem'd the moſt 
high God, excluſive of the Son and Holy Ghoſt. | 
But ſeeing the Scriptures do attribute to the Son all the 
glorious Works of Creation and Providence, and do teach 
us that as all things were created by the Son; ſo alſo they 
were created for him: and ſeeing that no greater things 


are or can be attributed to the Father, than thoſe: that are 


attributed to the Son; therefore I conclude, the Father and 
Son are th? fame in Eſſence, and that there is no Superiori- 
ty or Inferiority between them. And therefore the ſame 
Honour muſt needs be due to the Son, as to the Father. 
And we are well aſſured, that thereby we do not diſho- 


nour the Father. 


There are unſearchable Depths in the Eſſence of every 
Creature; and are there not then infinitely more in the 
Divine Eſſence? For who can by ſearching find. out God ? 
Who can find out the Almighty to perfection? Let this Arian 
will determine of the Divine Eſſence, and is bold to ſay 


the only. begotten Son of God is not of the ſame Eſſence 


with the Father; and doth proclaim him to be;a Creature, 
that by his own confeſſion is the Former of all things. 

This Arian faith that the Father is God, and alſo that the 
Son is God; but yet affirms the Father and Son to be ot 
diſtin& Natures, and that the Son is not God by Nature, 
but a created God: which is a Contradiction in the very 
Terms; for it affirms of a Perſon, that he is God, and is 
not a 8 „ that he created all things, and yet himſelf Was 
created. | | 
And take their Notion at beſt, it affirms two Gods, of 
diſtinct Natures, a ſuperiour and inferiour God; which is 
contrary to Scripture and Reaſon, which teach, that rhere 
is but one God. 4200 5 
My buſineſs hath not been to prove the Unity of the 
Deity in a Trinity of Perſons; the Poſſibility of which 
(beſides what the Scripture faith) I have ſeen demonſtrated, 
to my great ſatisfaction, by a learned Hand, in delence..os 

| My 


Dr. Sherlock. A 4 | . 
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My buſineſs here hath been only to deſtroy the Arian 

' Hypotheſis of a created Deity ; which, this Arian faith, 
made the World: which how it is perform'd, I leave to 
the Conſciences of all that fear God. 
It ſeemed to me neceſſary, that ſome Endeavours ſhould 
be uſed to ſtem the Torrent of this Hereſy, and to ſtop 
the Mouths of the Spreaders and Promoters thereof: But 
no body appearing, I, the very leaſt of all Chriſtians, have 
oppoſed. And tho it can't be ſuppos'd that I could deliver 
my ſelf with ſo much Skill and Order, as the more Learned 
could have done; yet I hope what I have ſaid may be of 
uſe to ſome, for the Eſtabliſhment of their Faith in the Son 
of God; and alſo for the Recovery of ſome that are fallen 
into this dangerous and deſtructive Error. 

God will do his work his own way, and ſometimes by 
mean and contemptible Inſtruments he perfects his Praiſe. 

I confeſs theſe Arians ſalute Chriſt as their Lord, their 
bleſſed Saviour, and ſay he is a God, and to us incompre- 
henſible, tho not the Supreme God. But their affirming 
him to be a Creature, and not God by Nature, renders all 
thoſe beforeſaid glorious Epithets to be but hypocritical 
Flatteries, uſed to betray the unwary Reader into a good 
Opinion of their Hereſy, that thereby the Poiſon under-hid 
_e more ſecretly diffuſe it ſelf, and the more ſurely de- 

roy. 
Mr. Chubb in his Dedicatory Epiſtle faith, © He is ſenſible 
© two things are likely to be obje&ed againſt us, upon the 
£ account of this that we have done : Firit, our Inability in 
general for ſuch a Performance, and particularly our not 
© being read in the original Languages. To the firſt part, 
© viz. our Inability in general, we anſwer (ſaith he) that 
© the Objection ſuppoſeth us either to have done beyond 
our Ability, (which is a Contradiction;) or . that 
© what we have done could have been done better by others. 

But I ſay, neither of theſe things are neceſſarily ſuppoſed. 
For firſt, the objecting Inability in him to prove the Son 
inferiour to the Father, doth not ſuppoſe he hath done be- 
yond his Ability ; for it doth not ſuppoſe the thing to be 
done, but the very contrary to what he pretends. 

Nor doth it ſuppoſe the thing could have been better 
done by another, for it doth not ſuppoſe it poſlible to be 

done by any. | whe) 
For ſuppoſe Mr. C. ſhould give out that he would leap 
over the Moon, (and I am ſure he is as able to do that, as 
| N 
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to prove Chriſt not to be God by Nature) and I ſhould ob- 
je& his Inability to perform ſuch a thing; would this Ob- 
jection ſuppoſe either that he had done it, or that it was 
flible for any Man to do it? How then doth his Ob- 
jection imply a Contradiction? Surely Mr. C. had an over- 
weening Opinion of his Performance. | 
| He tells us, That what he had attempted to perform, 
was to vindicate and reſtore the firſt great Article of the 
Chriſtian Faith, viz. That there is but One Supreme God 
| and that the God and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; and 
j he only, excluſive of all other Beings, Subſiſtences, or Per- 
| 


ſons, is this One Supreme God, | 
But where doth the Scripture teach, that the Father alon 
excluſive of the Son and Spirit, is the Supreme God? A 
mult that go for the firſt great Article of the Chriſtian 
Faith, that is no Article at all of it, becauſe not taught in 
the Scriptures? Where was Mr. C. taught theſe groſs and 
abominable Falſhoods? Is it not madneſs in the laſt de- 
gree, thus deſperately to fight againſt the Son of God ? 
Will not our God overcome, when he is thus judg'd ? 
Doth he not confeſs Chriſt to be the Creator of all things 
in Heaven and Earth? How dares this Man then thus ſet 
himſelf againſt Him ? | | 

This Son of God, whom this Arian would dethrone, is 
he that upholds all things by the Word of his Power. 
Oh! that this Potſherd ſhould dare to ſtrive with his 
Maker, and in the Hardneſs of his Heart endeavour to un- 
deify him ? not conſidering that it is in his power to con- 
found him in a moment. | 

Is this Man to be accouted a Member of the Church of 
England, whom their Creeds condemn, and that ſtands ex- 
communicated ipſo facto by the Canons of the ſame Church? 
Well, if he don't fear thoſe Canons, he hath reaſon to 
fear the Cannons that come in the Clouds of Heaven, and 
the Thundrings of Chriſt's mighty Power. 

I wiſh he would conſider, that tho God's Patience to- 
wards his Enemies is laſting, yet it is not everlaſting. 

It is like he will ſay, he hath no need of ſuch compaſſio- 
nate Expoſtulations, that he apprehends no danger: But 
that he hath cauſe to need them, the following Pages I 
think will manifeſt. | 
Mr. C. it ſeems to me, doth not a little value himſelf on 
his Performance, That being but a Lay-Member of the 

. Church of England, he ſhould be the Perſon that * 119 
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ſtruct the Great and Learned; who, he fancies, have ſtray 
from the great Article of the Primitive Chriſtian Faith. 
And ſeeing the Learned Trinitarians have, methinks, ſlighted 
his Efforts, I hope they will! not be angry, that one who 
has no advantage over him, ſave what Truth affords, has 
undertaken the Examination and Refutation of his Errors. 
Mr. C. tells us, that the firſt great Article of Primitive 
Chriſtian Faith, hath been the Subject of Chriſtian Contro- 
.yerſy almoſt ever ſince Chriſtianity hath had a being. 
- Surely it is very conſiderable to know what he means, 
what this firſt great Article of Primitive Chriſtian Faith 
was, Was it that God the Father was the Supreme God, 
excluſive of the Son and Holy Ghoſt, as before he affirm'd ? 
Where doth he read of ſuch a thing? Was it a Primitive 
Chriſtian Doctrine, and the firſt great Article, and yet not 
- mention'd in Scripture, either by our Lord himſelf, or by 
any of his Apoſtles commiſſion'd by him? | 
I ſhould have ithought that Faith in Chriſt had been the 
firſt great Article of Primitive Chriftian Faith. Our Lord 
Jaid to the Man that was born blind, to whom he had re- 
ſtored Sight, Doft thou believe in the Son of God? John g. 
35. Did not alt the Apoſtles preſs Faith in Chriſt, on all 
their Hearers, as the great fundamental Article of the Chrif- 
tian Religion? And tho Mr. Chubb ſtrives with all his 
might to debaſe and lower Chriſt in the eſteem of the 
Churches, to rob him of his Divine Nature, and level him 
with Creatures ; yet the holy Apoſtles thought they could 
never exalt him enough, without giving him all the glo- 
rious Titles and Attributes, that are any where in Scrip- 
Ture given to the Father : which they durſt not have done, 
had they not efteem'd him co-equal with the Father, 
© And ſeeing nothing is more manifeſt, than that God cre- 
ated by his Efſence; if therefore God created the World 
by his Son, then his Son is co-effential with him. Now 
that God created by his Eſſence, is manifeſt, becauſe he is 
all Efſence : and there is no executive Power in God but 
his Will, or his Eſſence willing. This well conſider'd, de- 
ſtroys the Agency of any Creature in the Work of Cre- 
ation, and levels the proud Babel of Mr. Chubb's Hypotheſis 
with the ground; as hereafter is at large demonſtrated. 
If Mr, Chubb could prove that any Perſon or Perſons, in 
the Apoſtles times, did, as he aſſerts, preach up the Supre- 
macy of the Father, excluſive of the Son; without he 
could alſo prove, that the Apoſtles themſelves did um 
8539; | prove 


The Introduction. 11 


roved others doing of) it, it would do nothing to ſupport 
is Hypotheſis: becauſe the Apoſtle, 1 John 2. 18. tells us, 
not only that Antichriſt ſnould come, but that then there 
were many Antichriſts. | 8 
Had Mr. Chubb took ſo much pains to honour Chriſt, 
and to exalt him in the eyes of Chriſtians, as he hath to 
leſſen him, he would have done a good work, and would 
have received a good Reward : but inſtead of that, he every 
where blaſphemes that worthy Name. He hath. ſet up a 
falſe Chriſt, a mere Creature, or rather a Phantom of an 
erroneous Mind, for, and inſtead of, the only-begotten Son 
of God. I call it a Phantom, becauſe never any ſuch Crea- 
ture was made; becauſe it is Impoſidloghat any mere Crea- 
e ſhould be ſuſceptible of that Power, (viz, Creative) 
which Mr. C. attributes to it: As to be the Creator of the 
viſible and inviſible World, to be a Mediator between God 
and Men, to be the Redeemer and Saviour of the Elect, 
to uphold all things by the Word of his Power, to. govern 
the World by his Providence, and at laſt to judge the 
World. Theſe are the very Glories manifeſtive of the moſt 
High God; too big, too weighty for any Creature to bear: 
and the attributing theſe to a Creature, is great Blaſphemy, 
Mr. Chubb hath advanced Eight Arguments, as he calls 
them, to prove the Supremacy of the Father, and Inferiori- 
ty of the Son: only he hath been ſo unhappy in his At- 
tempt, that in not one of them his Concluſion can be in- 
ferred from the Premiſes. Whether he Wan plays 
the Sophiſter, or unskilfully infers, I know not: I would 
not condemn him of Hypocriſy and premeditated Malice 
againſt the Son of God. Nor can I ſay, that he is ignorant 
of what he hath done ; but muſt leave him to the Searcher 
of Hearts, even that Saviour whom he ſtrives to depreciate, 
and who will reward every Man according as his Works 
ſhall be: Who hath Compaſſions for the Ignorant, and 
them who (through the cunning Sleight of Men, and Craf- 
tineſs whereby they lie in wait to deceive) are out of the way; 
and by his mighty Power will keep all his Ele& from final 
Apoſtacy. | — 
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Animadveir ſiuns on Mr. Thomas 

Chubb's Book, zntitled, The 

Supremacy of the Father aſſer- 
ted, Sc. 


R. Chubb's firſt Argument, to prove the Son 
of God ſubordinate, and inferior to the Father, 
ks 55 is as follows, 15 
D Son receiveth his Being and Exiſtence from 
3 the Father, as the firſt ſupreme free Cauſe of * 
Being and Exiſtence. 1 he is inferior and ſubordi- 
nate to the Father; as every Effect is inferior to its firſt ſu- 
preme free Cauſe. 3 

-Anſw. We acknowledge the Father to be the Fountain of 
the Trinity; and that the Son, our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, is 
the only-begotten Son of the Father: we ſay, begotten of 
the Subſtance and Eſſence of the Father. We acknowledge 
the Father did communicate his Eſſence to the Son in beget- 
ting of him, and that this was by Neceſſity of Nature, and 
not from a free Act of the Father's Will. 

Mr. Chubb, on the other hand, undertakes to prove, 
That the begetting of the Son is a free Act of the Father: 
which if he fails in doing, all his Arguments for Arianiſm 
do utterly fail him. And how he performs this Task, is 
now to be conſider'd. , 

" Firſt he undertakes to prove, That the Father is the 
Cauſe of the Son's Being, from John z. 16. For God ſo oy 
the 
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#he World, that he gave his only- begotten Son. Here we ac- 
knowledge that the Son was begotten of the Father; and 
we urge hence, that God never begat any other Son. And 
therefore all Angels and Saints, who are call'd the Sons of 
God, were created Beings ; were not begotten of the Fa- 
ther, as this only-begotten Son was: and therefore L urge, 
that he was not made nor created, but begotten, And 
therefore, this only-begotten Son, who it is manifeſt was not 
3 1 could not be the Effect of the Father's free 

ill. 12 

And ſeeing we believe two Natures in the Perſon of 
Chriſt, viz. the Divine and Human, and our Diſpute now 
is of the Divine Nature of the Son; and the Text urged 
as ſpeaking of the Gift of the Father, intends only his Hu- 
man Nature in conjunction with the Divine, and treats not 
of what Being the Son had, antecedent to his Aſſumption of 
our Nature: therefore it concerns not it ſelf in our Con- 
troverſy. And ſo I proceed to what he faith further. 4 

Pag.2. He tells us, That by the Father's being the free 
Cauſe of the Son's Being, he means that the Father did not 
beget the Son by a Neceſſity of Nature, but from the Free- 
dom of his Will. Which if he could prove of the Divine 
Nature of the Son, he would gain his point to all intefits 
and purpoſes; for then the Son of God would be only'a 
Creature. 

But becauſe. the Son is the only-begotten Son, and that 
God never begat a Son but he; and ſeeing Angels and 
Saints are Sons of God by Creation only, and fo Sons from 
the Effect of God's free Will; this only-begotten Son can- 
not be a Son by Creation. And we ſtrongly conclude with 
the antient Creeds, That as to the Godhead of the Son, he 
was not made nor created, but begotten ; and conſequently 
was the Son of God by Neceſſity of Nature, exiſting from 
his Father's Eſſence : and ſo is God's eternal and only-be- 
gotten Son, 2115 

Now let us conſider how he proves that the Father is the 
free Cauſe of the Son's Being, The firſt Scripture he 
urges, is John F. 26. As the Father hath Life in himſelf, ſo 
hath he given to the Son to have Life in himſelf. 9 

* obſerves that the Life of the Father is from him- 
ſelf. Secondly, that the Life of the Son is from the Father. 
Thirdly, that the Life of the Son is from the Father's Gift. 
And I alſo obſerve, that as the Life of the Father is from 
- himſelf, ſo the Life of the Son is of himſelf; and the latter 
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is as fully 'contain'd in the Text as the former; for par- 
taking of the ſame Eſſence with the Father, which Eſſence 
is Life in the abſtract, he is Life it ſelf to himſelf as well 


nas to all Creatures. 


Ihe two former affect not this Controverſy; the Force 
of the laſt lies only in the Term given: So hath he given to 
the Son to have Life in himſelf.  _ 445 
Nov that this word doth not always ſignify an A& of the 
Will, is manifeſt in all neceſſary Cauſes where it can be uſed. 
It is proper to ſay the Root gives Nouriſhment to the 
Branches, the Branches give Fruit, the Sun gives Light, the 
Fire gives Heat; which Term given, in neceſſary Cauſes, 
Tignifies no more than communicate. And we ſaying the 
Father is a neceſſary Cauſe of the Son's Being, may ſay the 
Father hath given or communicated his Eſſence to the Son; 
Which Eſſence hath Life in it ſelf: and ſo the Father hath 
given, or communicated to the Son, to have Life in himſelf. 

Now for Mr. Chubb to ſay, that the Term given ſignifies a 
free Act of the Father, is plainly to beg the queſtion. We 
ſay the Father neceſſarily gives or communicates his Efſence 
to the Son, and therefore hath given to the Son to have 
Life in himſelf. 

This I take to be the Orthodox Senſe of the Words; and 
to invalidate this Senſe he offers nothing. 

God indeed is the molt free Agent in all things without 
himſelf, but not otherwiſe. God is not free as to his own 
Eſſence; he exiſts neceſſarily, hath Life in himſelf, is Om- 
nipotent, Omniſcient, Omnipreſent, and Holy, neceſſarily: 


and we ſay communicates his Eſſence to his Son neceſſarily. 


For the Son being the Father's Wiſdom, his ſubſtantial Wiſ- 


dom, is as neceſſary as the Father himſelf; and to luppoſe 
dom. 


"Otherwiſe, would be to ſuppoſe a God without Wi 
Chriſt is the Power of God, and the Wiſdom of God; 
eſſentially, by the Father's communicating his Eſſence to 
the Son. God hath not Qualities, every thing in God is 
his Eſſence: So his Wiſdom, Power, Holineſs, &c. is him- 
Felf wiſe, powerful, holy, &c. And I wonder Mr. Chubb 
did not endeavour to fence againſt the Orthodox Senſe of 
the Text, ſeeing he is a Man of too much Penetration not 
-todee it; and to know, in not doing that, he hath done 
juſt nothing to maintain or ſupport his Argument, 
.- Beſides, Mr. Chubb affirming Chriſt's Divine Nature to 
be a created Nature (how excellent ſoever) it is impoſſible 
to be given to it to have Life in it ſelf; for it is an incom- 
b municable 
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municable Attribute of the moſt High God, to have Life in 


* 
* 


then the very Eſſence of the moſt High God is given or 


moſt High God. TY 

If the Son hath Life in himſelf, as the Father hath Life in 
himſelf; then the Son hath Life in himſelf, as the very 
Fountain of Life to all Creatures. 

If the Son were a Creature (as Mr. Chubb would have 
him) he would then be dependent, both in Eſſence and 
Operation, on the Will of .his Creator : and he that is de- 
pendent in Being, cannot be the Fountain of Being, For 
to have Life in himſelf, is to be the Fountain of Life; which 
only the moſt High God can be, and which he is eſſentially. - 

And ſeeing the Chriſt Mr. Chubb ſets forth, is but a Crea- 
ture ; he cannot have Life in himſelf, nor can he be the 
true Chriſt, the Saviour of the World. For indeed had 
Mr. Chubb's Chriſt (as he feigns) power to communicate 
Life from the Father, as in the Creation ; yet is not that 
to have it in himſelf, but to have it from another. There- 
fore Mr. Chubb ſets up an Idol of Man's Brain, and oppoſes 


2 Chriſt, the only - begotten and co. eſſential Son of 
| But the true Chriſt hath Life in himſelf, therefore he hath 
it eſſentially z and therefore can be no Creature, but the 

True, Living, and moſt High God: | Mt hs 
, And let it be obſerved, he that hath Life in himſelf; hath 
: it from himſelf, if he hath it as God the Father hath ir. 

But Jeſus Chriſt hath Life in himſelf, in ſuch manner and 


8 degree, as God the Father hath it: and therefore Jeſus 
Chriſt is the moſt High God. | | 


* Lask, whence doth it appear that the Father hath Life 
1 in himſelf, fave from his Works; having given to all Life, 
and Breath, and all things? And he that gave Life to all, 
could receive it of none, Now ſeeing Creation is attribute 
alſo to the Son (By him were all things created, &c.) there- 
fore the Son alſo muſt have Life in himſelf, and therefore 
is the moſt High God. When the Scripture ſaith, By bins 
were all things created; it notes Chriſt's Agency in 'Crea- 
tion: not as diſtinct from the Father (as Mr. Chubb ſeigns) 
but as being one with him, as well in Eſſence as Operation. 
Had not the Son the Divine Eſſence, he could not create; 
but he did create, therefore he is the Eternal God, to wh 

be eternal Glory. Amen. 755 
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himfelf. If it be given to the Son to have Life in himſelf,” 


communicated to him; and conſequently the Son is the 


And 
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And I now appeal to all the Children of God, whether 
the Holy Spirit in this Text doth not affirm Jeſus Chriſt to 
have Life in himſelf, in ſome extraordinary manner, to 
what all others may be ſaid to have Life in themſelves: If 
not ſo, there will be no Emphaſis in the Text. Therefore 
Chriſt hath Life in himſelf, not only as Angels and Saints 
may be ſaid to have Life in themſelves, as being living 
Creatures ; but as the Father hath Life in himſelf: which is 
to be the very Fountain of Life to all Creatures; as in 
whom they l:ve, and move, and have their being. | 

Therefore the true Chriſt hath Life in himſelf eſſential- 
ly, and not from the Father's free Will: and therefore the 


Father was nota free, but neceſſary Agent, in begetting the 


Son. And what hath been ſaid from this ſingle Text, if 
duly conſider'd, is enough to overthrow all Mr, Chubb hath 
faid in his whole Book. | 

The next Scripture Mr. Chubb brings to prove the Father 
a free Agent in begetting the Son, is Col. 1. 19. It pleaſed 
the Father, that in him ſhould all Fulneſs dwell. 

Which he thus urges: © In this Text the Apoſtle de- 
< clareth, that the Fulneſs of Excellency, or the Fulneſs of 
© the Divine Power, or all the Treaſures of Wiſdom and 
© Knowledge that dwelt in Chriſt, were the Fruit and Pro- 
duct of the Father's Good-pleaſure, That the Son's Be- 
ing, and his being what he is, is the Father's Gift, and 
© the Fruit and Product of the Father's Good- pleaſure. 

I anſwer, The Text don't fay that all the Treaſures of 
Wiſdom and Knowledge that dwelt in Chriſt, were of the 
Father's Good-pleaſure, as Mr. Chubb doth ; who turneth 
the univerſal Particle into an indefinite, which is one of 
Satan's Wiles : but in that, Col. 2. 3. ſpeaking of Chriſt, 
the Holy Ghoſt faith, In him are hid all the Treaſures of 
Wiſdom and Knowledge : which only can be affirm'd of the 
Eternal God. Lis the Divine Eſſence only, that hath all 
Treaſures of Wiſdom : God can make Creatures, that may 
have Treaſures of Wiſdom; and this is from the Father's 
free Will. But to have all the Treaſures of Wiſdom, is in- 
compatible with any Creature : therefore the Son is no 
Creature, but having the Divine Effence, hath all the Trea- 
ſares of Wiſdom and Knowledge. 

2aly, L anſwer, Mr. Chubb did well to inform us he was a 
Layman ; for otherwiſe it would have begat an Admiration, 
how he could ſo wholly have miſs'd the Senſe of the Text; 
for there is not one word of his Paraphraſe on the Text, to 
be found in it, The 
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The Apoſtle in the Context is ſetting forth the Divinity 
of Chriſt, as being the Creator of all things, as well An- 
gels as Men, affirming that as they were made by him, ſo 
they were made for him; as the Scripture witneſſes, The 
Lord made all things for himſelf. Hence I can prove Chriſt 
the moſt High God, becanſe he made all things for himſelf: 
and it is Blaſphemy to affirm that all things were made for 
a Creature, becauſe it robs God of his Glory, which he 
will not give to another; no, not to any Being diſtin& 
from himſelf. Therefore becauſe Chriſt created all things 
for himſelf, viz. for his own Glory, therefore Chriſt is the 
moſt High God, and conſequently begotten of the Sub- 
ſtance of the Father, by Neceſſity of Nature, and not of 
the Father's free Will. | 

So that the very Text he brought to prove the Son be- 
gotten of the Father's free Will, fully proves the contrary 
in the Context thereof, | 

In the 18th Verſe the Apoſtle conſiders Chriſt as incar- 
nate, as Mediator, and faith that he is the Head of the Body 
the Church : i.e. He is not only Creator and Suſtainer of 
all things, and ſo God equal with the Father, making all 
things for himſelf, for his own Glory ; but it pleaſed the 


Father alſo, that he ſhould aſſume human Nature, and 
unite it to his divine Perſon; that he might be Mediator, 


and have a Fulneſs in that human Nature needful for us mi- 
ſerable Sinners. For it pleaſed the Father, that in him fljould 
all Fulneſs dwell : not only the Fulneſs of the Godhead, 
which he had by Nature as the Son of God; but that Ful- 
neſs, ' which he hath as Mediator and Redeemer of his 
Church. So that by becoming Man, and being conſtituted 
our Mediator, he thereby had a Fulneſs neceſſary for ns, 
and was in a capacity to die for, and redeem us. And 
when this is ſaid to be the Pleaſure of the Father, it is not 
to be underſtood excluſive of the Son and Holy Spirit, who 
being one God, will'd the ſame thing. And it was the 
Pleaſure of the whole Trinity, that in the Manhood of the 
Son there ſhould be a Pulneſs meet for our Redemption. 

He was Creator, Sovereign Lord of Angels and Men, by 
Nature ; the Son of God : but as ſuch he was' no Re- 
deemer, no Head to the Church, nor could be a Ranſom 
for our Souls. But becauſe it was the Father's Pleaſure, 
that all Fulneſs needful for us ſhould be lodg'd in the eter- 
nal Son; he did take our Nature into Union with his Divine 
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of redeeming us, and bringing us to God : For it pleaſed 
the Father, that in him ſhould all Falneſs.dwell;, a Fulneſs to 
his Church, that might anſwer all her Neceſſities. ; 

So that it appears, this Text ſpeaks not a word of the 

Generation of the Son of God, much leſs that he was be- 
at not by Neceſſity of Nature, but of the Father's free 
Will. And Mr. Chubb's Witneſſes having been fairly exa- 
min'd, could not be forced to ſpeak a word to the Cauſe 
he produced them to prove. : | 
| 1 our Hypotheſis, That Chriſt is the eternal and 
only · begotten Son of God, neceſſarily begotten of the Sub- 
ſtance of the Father, ſtands firm and unſhaken, as to any 
WN Mr. Chubb hath yet ſaid. 

r. Chubb's Divinity failing him, I might fairly reje& his 
Philoſophy, as having nothing to do in theſe divine Myſte- 
ries, and might ftile it vain Philoſophy : Col. 2.8. Beware 
left any Man ſpoil you through Philoſophy, and vain Dereit, 
after the Tradition of Men, after the Rudiments of the World. 
1 Tim. 6. 20. O Timothy, keep that which is committed to 
thy truſt, avoiding profane and vain | Babblings, and Oppoſi- 
tions of Science falſly ſo call d. 

Will Mr. Chub 1-4 his Reaſon to Myſteries above 
Reaſon? We all profeſs, that there is no Parallel in Na- 
ture to that of the Trinity in the Divine Eſſence; and yet 
Mr. C. will needs parallel the Myſtery of the Trinity, the 
Father's eternal begetting the Son, to phyſical things in Na- 
ture: and if theſe do not ſquare with each other, then the 
eternal Generation of the Son of God muſt be deny'd ; 
which how abſurd it is, let every unbyaſs'd Chriſtian judge. 

But becauſe I have undertaken to follow Mr. C. tho nei- 
ther skill'd in Philoſophy or Phyſicks ; yet ſo far as my na- 
tural Reaſon will aſſiſt, I have determin'd to purſue him 
to the end of his eight Arguments, and make the beſt Re- 
ply I can: which, whether ſatisfactory to Perſons. of greater 
Abilities or not, I leave to their Conſciences; and fo pro- 
ceed from his Authorities to his Reaſons, which are as 
follows. 0 | | 
Every thing (faith he) that acts from Neceſſity of 
Nature, ſurely always acts the ſame.” And thence he 
would infer, that the Father's begetting the Son would be 
one continued Act from Eternity, and the Father would 
be always begetting, and the Son never be begotten. - 

_ Becauſe Mr. Chubb cannot find in the Nature of created 
things. what may parallel the increated and ice 
| ; | e 
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fible Being; he will not believe; but will meaſure not the 
infinite Depths of God's Wiſdom in his Works, but thoſe 
of his very Eſſence, by the dark and unſhapen Conceptions 
of a human Mind. He will not believe that the Son was 
begotten of the Subſtance of the Father, not becauſe the 
| Scriptures oppoſe, for no ſuch thing can he prodace ; but 
| being willing to fignalize his Name to the World (tho un- 
der the greateſt Infamy) he will deny the Deity and Eter- 
| nity of the Son of God: and faith, That the Father did 
N not beget the Son by Neceſſity of Nature, that he might 
7 render him a Creature, and thereby ere& an Idol in oppo- 
ſition to the true Chriſt of God, and fo draw the Nation 
8 to Idolatry. | [06 0 AMS 
« Let Mr. Chubb ſay, whether his Father begat him by free 
e Will or Neceſſity of Nature. Have not thouſands will'd a 
Son as intenſly as ever his Father did, and yet could never 
1. have one? Was not Mr. Chubb then begat by Neceſſity of 
0 Nature, and not by free Will? Surely the begetting of a 
i Child is from Neceſſity of Nature in reſpect of the Pa- 
rents, and the Child begotten is not the Effect of the Fa- 
ther's Will. Indeed Jam not skill'd in Phyſicks, yet Rea- 
ſon ſeems to diate, that Mr. Chubb's Eſſence flow d from 
his Parents Eſſence, and not from their Will. And tho 
Neceſſity of Nature and Freedom of Will are Diſparites, 
and not Oppoſites, in human Creatures, yet they are not ſo 
in God: For what Refulgency flows from the Divine Eſ- 


Nature, becauſe God no other way can communicate his 
Eſſence. And the Illuſtration I took from Mens begetting 
Perſons of the ſame nature, is not from their Will as a 
Cauſe, tho their Will may accompany the Act, but the 
Reſult thence, viz. a Man, is from their Nature only. 

Every thing that acts from Neceſſity of Nature, faith 
* he, always acts the ſame.” And yet himſelf (in reſpect 
of the ſecond Cauſe) was begat by Neceſſity of Nature, 
and not of free Will ; and yet his Father is not always be- 
getting him, — — 0 

Let Mr. Chubb look on the Sun, conſider its Body, and its 
refulgent Beams flowing from that Body, The Sun may 
be ſaid to beget its Light; it doth it conſtantly and neceſ- 
ſarily, it doth it always, and cannot do otherwiſe; it doth 
it by one continu'd Act: Is Light therefore never begotten ?:. : 
The Fire burns, and by Neceſſity of Nature produceth 
Heat; it doth it conſtantly, and is always doing it ; wel 
1874 2 I, 


ſence, as in begetting the Son, muſt be from Neceſſity f 
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Mr. Chubb ſay that Heat is never produced from the Fire? 
How then is that which is always doing never done ? 

- The Father is the Chief Good, he loves himſelf eternal- 
ly, and by Neceſſity of Nature: Doth he therefore never 
love himſelf perfetly? _ . 
The Father begat his Son from Eternity, being (if I may 
ſo ſpeak) the Refulgency of his glorious Nature, doing this 
by a permanent and 22 Act: Is the Father therefore 
always begetting, and the Son never begotten? Can that 
which is always perfectly done, be ſaid never to be done? 

Mr. Chubb ſums up all he had ſaid thus: © If there was 
© ſucha thing as Time, before, at, or after the Generation 
© of the Son; then his Generation proceeds not from a 

© Neceſlity of Nature.” 
But will it not follow, that if there were no ſuch thing 
as Time, before, at, or after the Generation of the Son ; 
then b his own Argument the Generation of the Son pro- 
ceeds from a Neceſſity of Nature? 
The Orthodox ſay, That the Son was begot of the Sub- 
ſtance of the Father from Eternity; the Scriptures ſay, he # 
the Brightneſs of the Father's Glory: And with humble Sub- 
miſſion, I affirm the Generation of the Son to be an eternal 
and permanent Act, ever perfect, but never ended. 

A faint Shadow we have in the Sun, which had it been 
from Eternity, and ſhould it alſo remain to Eternity, be- 
fore the Emanation of its Glory there could be no Time, 
nor at its firſt Emanation ; and had it been eternal, there 
could have no Time been after it : and therefore by Mr. C's 
own Argument, its eternal Emanation of Light muſt have 
been by Neceſſity of Nature. But tho there be a Deficien- 
cy in this Simile, becauſe it was not eternal; yet the glo- 
rious God is eternal, the Brightneſs of his Eſſence, even 
his eternally-begotten Son, is eternal. And the Son fo be- 

otten is from one perfect, permanent, and eternal Act; 

before, or after whom, no Time can take place. There- 
fore by Mr. Chubb's own Argument, the Father begat the 
Son by Neceſſity of Nature, and not by free Will: there- 
fore is the Son co- eſſential and co-eternal with the Father, 
and is the moſt High God, | 

[ have ſaid, the Father's begetting the Son, is by one per- 
fect and eternal AR, and that for this reaſon, becauſe all 

the immanent Acts of God are ſo. ek awe bot 
I muſt confeſs theſe are high Myſteries, and. my Under- 
ſtanding is very dark. If therefore any" tang hag ; dropt 
| | - irom 
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from my Pen, againſt the Honour of God and Truth of 
Religion, it was for lack of Knowledge, and I ſhall be glad 
to be inform'd better from any Hand whatſoever. 

As for Mr. Chubb's Aſſumption, That Time hath taken 
place ſince the Generation of the Son, I deny it on the 
aforeſaid grounds ; becauſe the Father begets the Son, by 
an eternal and permanent Act. What he offers for the 
proof of his Aſſumption, is, that Chriſt was with his Fa- 
ther as his Agent, before or at the Creation of the World. 

I grant indeed that Chriſt was with the Father, before, 
at, and after the Creation; but I deny he was with him as 
his Agent, which I ſhall treat of in my Anſwer to his fifth 
Argument. And that the Son owes his Being to the Fa- 
ther's Will and Pleaſure, I deny for the Reaſons aforeſaid. 

© The word Begetting (faith Mr. Chubb) implies the Act 
© or Operation of the Father; the word Begotten implies 
© the perfecting or finiſhing of that Act, or the Thing that 
Act or Operation did produce; and conſequently the 
© cealing or diſcontinuance: of that Act. Seeing then the 
* Scripture ſpeaks of the Son,. as. of a Being already begot- 
© ten, and as one whoſe Generation was long fince ; it will 
follow, that the Father's Act in generating the Son is paſt 
© alſo, and that the Father did not beget the Son by Ne- 
$ Elli of Nature, but by Freedom of Will, © 

I anſwer, it is Mr. Chubb's having ſuch groſs Conceptions 
of the Divine Being, that hath led him into theſe Errors; 
and I pray, in what reſpect could the Divine Nature be ſaid 
- be above ours, if it were parallel with ours in every 
thing! | EET, | 

The great and eternal God begets a Son, being the Reful- 
gency and Brightneſs of his Glory, carrying the expreſs Image 
of his Perſon. If this Brightneſs of the Father's Glory was 
eternal, then the Son is eternal; if this Brightneſs of the 
Father's Glory be of the Father's Eſſence, then the Son is of 
the Father's Eſſence; if the Brightneſs of the Father's 
Glory remains, and is permanent and everlaſting, then the 
Son is ſo. If this Radiancy or Brightneſs of the Father's 
Glory ceaſeth, then the Father's begetting the Son ſhould 
ceaſe: if that is perfect, this alſo is perfect. If this 
Brightneſs of the Father's Glory is neceſſary and eſſential, 
then the Son is neceſſary and eſſential. This Radiancy or 
Brightneſs of the Father's Glory, is as it were an Emana- 
tion from the Father's Eſſence; and is a Perſon, becauſe 
there are no Qualities in God: which tho ſuch infinite 
1 B 3 Depths 
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Will: and ſo there is a Priority of Order, but not of Eſſence, 


Depths as the higheſt Angel cannot fathom, yet Mr. Chubb 
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is bold to bring them down and ſubject them to his Rea- 
ſon, But how unreaſonable that is, let every one that hath 
a Senſe of the Infiniteneſs of the Divine Eſſence judge. 

But faith Mr. Chubb, The Scripture ſpeaks of the Son 
© as of a Being already begotten, &c.” I anſwer, True, 
becauſe he was eternally begotten : but from thence it can't 
be concluded, that the Father's Act of begetting the Son is 
paſt, becauſe it is a permanent, abiding, and moſt perfe& 
Act; and can no more ceaſe, than the Father's Glory or 
the Brightneſs thereof can ceaſe. Mr. Chubb would mea- 
ſure this inconceivable Being by his Creatures, and make the 
eſſential Act of the Father in begetting the Son, to begin, 
to be perfected, and ceaſe like ours: which he not being 
able to prove, his Illuſtration doth but the more confound 
his Thoughts, and render his Diſcourſe wholly impertinent. 
What Mr. Chubb hath been able to ſay againſt the Son's 
being neceſſarily begotten of the Father's Eſſence, hath 
been juſt nothing to the purpoſe z and therefore I conclude, 
That neither Scripture nor Reaſon do oppoſe the neceſſary 
Exiſtence of the Son. 5 Fur 


Mr. Chubb's ſecond Argument to prove the Supremacy 
of God the Father, and Subordination of the Son, is, 


The Son received Gifts and Bleſſings from the Father, and 
conſequently is inferiour and. ſubordinate to the Father; ac- 
cording to St, Paul's way of arguing in Abraham's and Mel- 
chiſedeck's Caſe, Heb. 7.7. Without all contradiction the 
Leſs is blefſed of the Greater. | 

Firſt, 1 deſire it may be obſerv'd that our Controverſy is 
not about a Superiority of Order or Office, but of Eſſence 
and Nature; whether the Son is of the fame Subſtance and 
Eſſence with, the Father or not. We affirm, he denies. 
The Inſtance he brings is of Abraham and Melchiſedeck, 
Let it be conſider'd whether they were both Men, as un- 
deniably they were: and if ſo, they were equal as to their 
Nature; and this Scripture muſt fpeak of ſome other Prio- 
rity than that of Nature, and therefore is not conoern'd in 
our Controverſy. nr 

In reſpect of Order, the Father is the Fountain of the 
Trinity, the Son is from the Father, being the ſubſtantial 
Wiſdom of the Father. The Father works by the Son, 
the Son works from the Father; both by one omnipotent 


And 
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And the Text produced ſpeaks nothing. but of a. Priority 
of Order, or Office; and therefore determines nothing in 
our Controverſy, Only here I obſerve the Subtilty of the 
os Serpent, confounding things that differ in a common 
erm. | | 
But if our Adverſary will have it, that the Son is infe- 
rior. becauſe bleſs'd of the Father; then our Anſwer. is, 
The Son of God is alſo the Son of Man, and was capable 
of receiving Bleſſings in his human Nature. 8 0 
Another Scripture he brings, is Pſal. 2.8. Ast of me, and 
T ſhall. give thee the Heathen for thine Inheritance, &c. lt 
< ſufficeth here (ſaith he) that the Gift was ſuch as the Fa- 
© ther was capable of giving, and the Son of receiving: for 
© we Conceive, if the Son was equal to, and in all things 
© the ſame with the Father, he was incapable of receiving 
© any Gift or Bleſſing. pt 4217 
I urge here, if Mr. Chubb's Chriſt was the Creator of all 
things, as he affirms of him; then he had the Right of a 
Creator to all things: and what higher Right than that 
can poſſibly be? How then could his Chriſt receive Gifts 
or Bleſſings from the Father? So that this Text and 
whole Argument militates againſt his own Hypotheſis. 
But my Anſwer to the Text is this, That it is ſpoken to 
Chriſt as Man, and conſider'd as our Mediator, the Father 
is greater than he; and in that ſenſe Chriſt was capable of 
receiving whatever the Father was pleaſed to give. 
But who ever ſaid, the Son was in all reſpects the ſame as 
the Father? This he would inſinuate of his Adverſaries; 
but who ever ſaid the Son was the Father? 77 
Who ever ſaid that Chriſt, as Mediator, was the ſame as 
the Father? We affirm our Mediator Jeſus Chriſt to be the 
Son of God, of the ſame Subſtance with the Father, who 
aſſumed human Nature into perſonal Union with himſelf, . 
And as our Mediator he received Authority to be Head of 
the Church, and-by the Father was conſtituted to be the 
Redeemer and Saviour of the Ele&. 80 
This Mr. Chubb knew was what we profeſs'd, and if he 
would needs oppoſe, he ſhould have oppoſed our Senſe of 
the Article: for we deny not but that Chriſt, as our Me- 
diator, was inferiour to the Father; but we deny the. Deity 
of the Son to be of an inferior Nature to the Father, againſt 
which he oppoſeth nothing. SO | 
Another Scripture he calls in for a Witneſs to prove the 
Son of an inſerior Nature - the Father, is P/al. 45-6. ano: 
4 re 
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ted by the Apoſtle, Heb. 1. 8, 9. But unto the Son he faith, 
"Thy Throne, O God, us for ever and ever - a Scepter of Righ- 
"reouſneſs is the Scepter of thy Kingdom. Thou haft loved 
' Righteouſneſs and hated Iniquity, wherefore God, even thy God, 
hath anointed thee with the oil. of Gladneſs above thy Fellows. 
„This (he faith) is plain, that the Being that receiv'd 
<' this anointing is the Son of God in his higheſt Nature, 
© becauſe it was that Nature to which the high Title.or 
Character was given; Thy Throne, O God, is for ever and 
per. | Ds | 
- Anſw. It is manifeſt beyond contradiction, that this Text 
ſpeaks of the Son of God as incarnate, as Mediator: and 
it is as manifeſt that this Mediator is the eternal God, and 
not a created God; for an eternal Throne is not the Seat of 
a mere Creature. And it is no Abſurdity to ſay, that the 
Father is the God of the Son, the Son conſider'd as Media- 
tor. The Father was Chriſt's God, and Chriſt was capable 
of receiving in his human Nature whatever is here or elſe- 
where ſaid to be given him: and ſo theſe Scriptures har- 
monize with, and no way contradi&@ our Hypotheſis, © 
But faith Mr, Chubb, The Being that received this A- 
© nointing, is the Son of God in his higheſt Nature.“ His 
Reaſon, as I obſerv'd, is, becauſe it was that Nature to 
which the high Title or Character is given, viz. Thy Throne, 
O God, ts for ever and ever, LURE. ql HT 
But this is fairly anſwer'd, by ſaying it was ſpoken to the 
Perfon of the Mediator, who is both God and Man, who 
received the anointing in his human Nature. The Father 
here calleth him God, and therefore as God we adore him. 
I Mr. Chubb fay, as in another place, he is a God, but 
not the ſupreme God; I anſwer, the Scripture teacheth vs, 
that the Lord our God is one Lord; and that we admit 
not the Polytheiſm of the Gentiles, a moſt high Jupiter and 
inferior Deities, And we fay, that the affirming two Gods, 
ſuperior and inferior, the one to the other, is Gentiliſm ; 
and doth introduce Demon-Worſhip, as it was practis'd by 
idolatrous Heathens. Fes | 

He quotes alſo John 3. 35. The Father loveth the Son, and 
hath given all things into his hands. What he would infer 
hence, I know not. Chriſt as Mediator is beloved of the 
Father, and hath all things given into his hands, But this 
Scripture proves not the Son to be of an inferior Nature 
to the Father in reſpe& of his Divinity, and therefore gives 
not its Suffrage for Mr. Chubb. F eee 39 TOO 
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le quotes next Phil. 2. 9, 10, 11. Wherefore God hath high- 
exalted him, and given him a Name e every Name), 
that at the Name of Jeſis every Knee ' ſhould bow, &C. and 
every Tongue ſhould confeſs, that Jeſus Chrift is Lord, to the 
Glory of God the Father. | | ert 21202 
That this refers to Chriſt as Mediator, appears from 
this, that it's a Reward of his Humiliation; and proves not 
the Inferiority of the Divine Nature in Chriſt, and might 
as well have been let alone, as ſet where it is. 
But becauſe he thinks it will advantage his Cauſe; he will 
unfold it with the Context, Ker FIT 21 9 1001 
" Let this mind be in you which'was alſo in Chriſt, who being 
in the form of God, thought it not Robbery to be' equal with 
Gods but took on him the form of a' Servant, &c. Where- 
fore God hath vighty exalted him, (him, faith he, who was 
in the form of God) and given bim a Name about every 
Nuss. TH of | 9113. fr 
© In this Text (faith he) the Son is ſaid to debaſe him- 
© ſelf in his higheſt Nature, and that part of that Humilia- 
© tion did conſiſt in his becoming Man; and that in the 
© fame Nature that he was humbled, in that Nature he was 
© exalted, So then the Son did receive Exaltation in, his. 
< higheſt Nature, as the Gift and Bleſſing of the Father. 
And thence concludes his Inferiority. 4 6 0120 4-7 
To ſearch out the Truth of what is here aſſerted, it is 
neceſſary to conſider what the higheſt Nature of the Son 
was, according to what Mr. Chubb affirms of him. And 
he tells us, he was a Divine Being, or Perſon, of vaſtly 
great and ſupereminent Perfection; that he is the moſt 
clear, bright, and expreſs Image, Similitude, or Repreſen- 
tation of the Supreme God the Father; that he is the only- 
begotten and moſt beloved Son of God; that he was the 
Father's Agent in creating the World, &c. pag. 28. 
. Now Mr. Chubb tells us, that this Perſon received Exalta- 
tion in his higheſt Nature, (him that was in the form of 
God.) I demand now of Mr. Chubb, how it was poſſible that 
he that was in the form of God, whom he calls the Son of 
God, the Word of God, and a God; how, I fay, he could 
be exalted higher ? He makes him the Creator of Heaven 
and Earth, (at leaft the Father's Agent therein) had he not 
then, according to Mr. Chubb, a Name above every Name? 
Was he not as high! as any Creature could paſlibly be? 
How then was he in this Nature exalted ? What Name could 
he have higher, than to be call'd the Son and Word of _ ? 


N 
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Now becauſe no Creature can be exalted higher than he 
was by Creation, (had any ſuch Creature really been) there- 
fore the Text cannot intend the Exaltation of ſuch a Perſon 
as he deſcribes the Son to be. EIN . 

But muſt intend the human Nature of the true Chriſt, 
who being one Perſon with the Deity, is ſaid to be hum- 
bled in aring in the World for our ſakes, in ſo low and 
mean >. Condition. Wherefore for this cauſe God hath high- 
ly exalted him, viz. his Humanity, and given him a Name 
above every Name, &. 7 21 | 

Mr. Chubb took this pains to wreſt this Scripture from its 
genuine Senſe, only to the intent he might debaſe the Di. 
vine Nature of the Son of God; and by rengring: lies in 
that Nature inferior to the Father, ſo to ungod hi „ and 
render him a Creature, and no mormee. 

And tho Mr. Chubb ſpeaks here of Chriſt's higheſt Nature, 
yet in the ſame ſeventh Page he denies he had two Natures. 
© When (faith he) we allow two Natures, a human and 
© a divine, conſider d each in a ſeparate and diſtin& Capa- 
© city, in our Saviour; we allow the Diſtinction only; for 
© Argument-fake,” | | 6} 2 

When the Scripture ſpeaks of the Form of God, it doth 


| not intend that God is compounded of Matter and Form;; 


he being a pure Act, in whom there is no Potentiality to re- 
ceive any other Perfection. God is bychis Eſſence his own 
Form; therefore to be in the Form of God, is to be God: 
therefore to be in the Form of God cannot agree to any 
rA how exalted ſoever ſuch a Creature may be ſup- 
to De. 04s ene 

* The Being that is ſaid to humble himſelf, is ſaid to be int 
the Form of God: his Humiliation confifted in taking on 
him the Form of a Servant. What is it then to be in the 
Form of God, ſave to be very and true God, and not a nomi- 
nal one only? as to be in the Form of a Man, is to be a Man, 

I know Mr. Chubb reads it Form or Image, and would in- 
ſinuate as tho they were Words of the ſame import; and 
will not take the word mage in its proper Signification, as 
when apply'd to the Son of God: who is ſaid to be the 
Brightneſs of the Father's Glory, and expreſs Image of his 
_ Perſon, upholding all things by the Word of his Pomer; which 
no Creature can do. Chriſt is aid to uphold-all things by 
his Word: hence I will undertake to prove, that therefore 
he is not a diftin& Being or Eſſence from the Father; that 
God cannot make a Creature that can create a World ** | 
N is 
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his Word, nor uphold and ſuſtain all created Beings with 
his Word. But Mr. Chubb endeavours to lower the Senſe, 
by parallelling it with Adam's being created in the Image 
of God; yet the Text it ſelf will not allow ſuch an Inter. 
pretation, but declareth that Chriſt was in the Form of 
God, and thought it not Robbery to be equal with God: 
which can be cad to no Being but the eternal Son of 
God, the Only-begotten, begotten of the Subſtance of the 
Father; whole moſt powerful Word, as it made all things, 
ſo upholds all things, and cannot be applicable to any Crea- 
ture or made God, if any ſuch thing could be. . 

The Son of God aſſuming our Nature, and ſo becoming 
God and Man in one Perſon, appearing for our ſakes in a 
low and mean Condition, is ſaid to humble himſelf, and 
take on him the Formi of a Servant, and therein died for 
our Sins. This very Perſon, in his human Nature ſo hum- 
bled, hath God highly exalted, &c, But how this proves 
the Son to be of an inferior Nature to the Father, conſi- 
der'd in his divine Nature, I ſee not. | 10 

It is not Mr. Chubb's ſaying that the Son of God is a 
Creature, and not God by Nature, that will give him the 
Victory; but he muſt ſolidly prove it. | 22 

It is manifeſt enough, that the Text points out the Ex. 
altation of Chriſt's human Nature, which was humbled 
even to the Death for our ſakes, But Mr. Chubb: without 
reaſon, in favour of the Arian Hereſy, would wreſt the 
Text to intend the Exaltation of Chriſt in his divine Na» 
ture, thereby to rob Chriſt of his Divinity : whereas it is 
manifeſt, that no Creature could poſſibly be exalted higher, 
than to be what Mr, Chubb ſets forth his Chriſt to be, in his 
28th Page; and therefore he cannot be the Perſon intended 
in the Text. | 

None of us ſpeak of the divine Nature of Chriſt be- 
ing humbled, (ſo far as I know.) As to the eſſential Glo- 
ry of the Son of God, it was not poſlible to be in the, 
leaſt diminiſh'd, no not when united to our Nature, 
The Sun in the Firmament loſeth not its eſſential Glory, 
when eclips'd to us. And when we behold the Sun eclips'd, 
our Reaſon tells us, he ſhines in all his radiant Glories a- 
mongſt the heavenly Spheres. So the Son of God, when 
with us incarnate, and his Divinity eclips'd or clouded by 
the Humanity from our light ; yet at that very time was 
he the very Brightneſs of the Father's Glory, to all the holy 
Angels and Saints above; and by them was, together wh 
1 97 | | « tne 
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the Father and 'Holy Ghoſt, beheld and adored 'as their 


great Creator and Suſtainer. Therefore faith Chriſt, A 


Father worketh hitherto, and I work : and what things ſoever 
the Father doth, the ſame doth the Son. 

Let it then be obſerv'd, that the Son doth the ſame as the 
Father, and that the Father and Son are Co-efficients of 
the ' ſame Work, The Father works by the Son, not as 


his Agent, which to affirm is nonſenſe : for if the Father 


work by the Son as his Agent, then the Father is not the 
phyſical, but only the moral Cauſe of the Effect; which 
would be Blaſphemy to affirm. But more of this will be 
handled under the fifth Argument, 


I come now to Mr. Chubb's Third Argument, which is, 
© The Father is ſaid to be the God of the Son, therefore the 
Son is inferior and ſubordinate to the Father, and the Father 
alone is the Supreme God. | 
That the Son in his human Nature is inferior and ſab- 
ordinate to the Father, is what all the Orthodox own': But 
that he is inferior to the Father in his divine Nature, is no 


. Conſequence of Mr. Chubb's Premiſes, the Inferiority lying 


only in the human Nature; and Chriſt our Mediator con- 
fider'd as a Man, the Father, Son, and Spirit was his God. 
There is nothing more needful to be reply'd to this third 
Argument. 190 


Mr. Chubb's Fourth Argument halts on the ſame foot as 
his Third: his words are, 1 
The Father is ſaid to exerciſe Authority in commanding, and 
the Son Submiſſion in obeying the Father's Commands; and 
conſequently the Son is ſubordinate and inferior to the Father, 
and the Fither alone is the ſupreme God. 


# 


L anſwer, that the Son in his human Nature is God's Ser. 
vant, and ſubmiſſively obeys the Father, and the Father is 
ſuperior to the Son: but becaule the Son in his divine Na- 


ture is of the ſame Subſtance with the Father, therefore he 


is not ſubordinate or inferior, but together with the Father 
and Holy Spirit is the moſt High and Supreme God. 
And this is manifeſt, that all the Texts Mr. Chubb cites 
under this Argument, treat only of Chriſt as a Man, and 
ove him as ſuch inferior to the Father, which none thar 
know of denies. And Mr. Chubb not having proved the 
Son, conſider'd in his divine Nature, in that Nature to be 
inferior to the Father, hath done nothing to the Eſtabliſh- 
ment of the Arian Principle. We 
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We prove Chriſt, from Scripture-Teſtimony, to be God 
and Man in one Perſon. Mr. Chubb feigns a Perſon to be 
Chriſt, who from his own Conceſſions is neither God nor 
Man, and indeed is nothing but an Idol put in the place of 
the true Chriſt : and if ſuch Chimeras muſt have a Name, 
let it be Antichriſt, as being a thing ſet up in oppoſition to 


the true Chriſt, 


And when I reaſon from the Attributes he gives to this 
feigned Thing or Idol, I do not grant that any ſuch Crea- 
ture: is or ever was in being, but call it a Creature, a God, 
or Mr. Chubb's Chriſt, for Argument-ſake. 


Mr. Chubb's Fifth Argument is this : 


The Son ts the Father's Agent in thoſe Acts which are aſcyi- 
bed to him, and the Son received from the Father both Direction 
and Ability for their Performance conſequently the Son is in- 
ferior and ſubordinate to the Father, and the Father alone is 
the Supreme God. 


That Mr. Chubb, by the Word, the Son of God, and a 
God, underſtands not very God, but a Creature, which he 
deſcribes in his 28th Page, as before, we have ſeen: where 
he alſo ſaith he is what he is, and he is no more than what 
he is; to wit, not God by Nature, but a made God, i. e. 4 
mere Creature, and no more. | 

Againſt this Creature's being God's Agent in making the 
World, or being a true Man, or our Redeemer and Sa- 
viour ; I bend the following Diſcourſe, | | 5 

Now that the Son (underſtanding by that Term a Crea- 
ture, how exalted ſoever) is not the Father's Agent in all 
thoſe Acts aſcribed to the eternal Son of God, I prove from 
the Impoſlibility, and conſequently Abſurdity of the thing. 

Firſt then let us conſider, to the true Chriſt the Scrip- 
tures attribute the Creation of all things, the Worlds and 
all therein: Col. 1. 16. By him were all things created that 
are in Heaven, and that are in Earth, viſible and inviſible, 
whether they be Thrones, Dominions, or Principalities, or 
Powers: all things were created by him and for him. Ver. 17. 
And he is before all things, and by him all things conſiſt. 

Here we have a glorious Diſcovery of God, from his 
Works; from the End of the Creation, God making all 
things for himſelf ; from his Gubernation and Upholding 
all things, it is ſaid by him all things conſiſt; (that is to ſay) 
in their Beings, and their ſeveral Motions and Actions: 
wich comprehends all the Works of Providence in govern- 
ing the World. | | And 
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And that this is ſpoken of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt our Sa- 
viour, is indiſputable from this Text. But if theſe things 
that the Holy Ghoſt here witneſſeth to be done by Jeſus 
Chriſt, are incompatible to any Creature ; then it will fol- 
low by a neceſſary Conſequence, that that Creature or Per. 
fon Mr. Chubb calls Chriſt, is not the true Chriſt nor Sa- 
viour of Mankind. 

Mr. Chubb confeſſes that the Father, and what he calls the 
Son, are two diſtin Beings and Natures : to prove this, 
all his Arguments are bent, and which by not doing, all his 
Fabrick falls to the ground. And therefore the Son, accor- 
ding to him, is a Creature, and no more: and being but a 
Creature, I ſay it is impoſſible he ſhould be the Father's 
Agent, in creating, upholding, and governing the Univerſe, 
viz. the ſpiritual and material Worlas ; nay, that he ſhould 
be the Father's Agent in creating the leaſt Particle of Matter. 
Now all the Notices we can have of an Agent, from 
what is done in the World, is, that every Agent acts by 
Commiſſion and Order from his Principal. So a Factor or 
Agent by Commiſſion merchandizeth, ſo a Carpenter builds 
& Houſe ;, ſo every Tradeſman in his proper Buſineſs may be 
ſaid to de another's Agent, when he trades for the uſe of 
another, and by Commiſſion and Order from him. Thus 
far l ſuppoſe we agree. 

Blut it is farther to be conſider'd, that every Agent acts 
from an innate Power, independent of his Principal as to 
every Act of Nature. So the Factor acts from his own 
Wiſdom and Prudence, the Carpenter builds from a Power 
innate and independent of his Principal; the Principal nei- 
ther gives Strength nor Art to the Builder. 

The Principal is but the moral, the Agent is the ſole phy- 
ſical Cauſe of all he doth: and this is all that can poſſibly 
be underſtood by the Term Agent; and thus much muſt be 
underſtood by it, fo far as I can ſee, OO 

And it ſhould ſeem to me, that Mr, Chubb underſtands 
by Agent a Perſon that acts by an innate and inherent 
Power, even as [ do in my Actions. TAR 

Which that I may prove, I will look again on his Argu- 
ment. | 5 

He faith, the Son received Direction and Ability from 
the Father, to do the Works aſcribed to him; which is, as 
I have proved, to create, uphold, and govern the Univerſe. 
Now the Ability of every Creature is an inherent Power 


cleaving (by the Ordinance of God) to the very Efſence of 
| e 


f 
| 
| 


the Creature. And ſo tho every created Being is depen- 
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dent in Eſſence and Operation, yet we have Power fo in- 
nate to our Natures, that the Action is denominated to be 
ours. So tho we eat, drink, walk, build, diſpute, theſe 
are faid to be our Works, notwithſtanding we do them by 
the Ability received. from God, and which cannot be other- 
wiſe. And as it is with us, ſo it is with the higheſt Angel, 
or whatever higher created Being can be ſuppos'd : tho we 
act every thing by a divine Concurſe, ſuſtaining our Beings 
and Faculties; yet thoſe Works we ſo do, are not ſaid to 
be the Works of God, but our Works. And that this is 
true, may be inſtanced in Angels and Men, both good and 
bad: all act by a divine Concurſe, yet are their Actions 
denominated of themſelves to be either good or bad, and 
not of God, by whoſe Concurſe they are done. 
Apply we this to the Caſe before us. Here is a Creature 
feign'd to have received Ability to create the whole Uni- 
verſe, Angels, Men, and all other- Creatures, and. to u 
hold them all in their Beings, and to govern all their Ac- - 
tions; and therefore the Work of Creation is to be at- 
tributed to this Creature, and not to God, whoſe Concurſe 
we will ſuppoſe uſed therein. Yet is this ſuppoſed Creature 
as really the Creator and Suſtainer of all things, and that 
by an inherent Power, as I am the Perſon that eats, drinks, 
walks, diſputes, or abhars this Idol, ſet up to rob the Son 
of God of his Divinity in the Eſteem of the World. And 
Creation-Work can in this caſe be no more attributed to 
God, than he is ſaid to do theſe things by me. And if he 
pleaſe he may fay God abhors this Idol of his, by me, be- 
cauſe I do it. | 
But if the Work of Creation is the ſole and only Effect 
of the divine Will, and that nothing can poſſibly come be- 
tween the Divine Will and the Exiſtence of the Creature 
will'd ; and if the divine omnipotent Will cannot poſlibly 
be a Quality or Ability received by any Creature: then no 
Creature, not one as excellent and: glorious as Mr, Chubb 
feigns his Chriſt, can be Creator, and give a Being out of 
nothing to the leaſt Particle of Matter, much leſs to the 
glorious Angels above, together with the Whole Univerſe. 
The Strength of this Argument lies on firm Principles: 
As, (I.) That every Creature can only be the Effe& of the 
Divine and Omnipotent Will, becauſe; before Creation, 
there could- be no. pre-exiſtent Matter for any Creature, 
how powerful ſoever, to work on. (2.) The Diviae Om- 
F N | nipotent 
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nipotent Will cannot poſſibly bea Quality-or Power in any 


| Creature; for how can that be a Quality when put into a 


Creature, that was not ſo in God, every thing in God be- 
ing his Efſence? And if God communicates Omnipotent 
Power to a Perſon, he communicates his very Eſſence to 
that Perſon ; but God's Eſſence is not communicable to a 
Creature, therefore neither is his Omnipotent Power; 
thereſore it is impoſſible any Creature can have an inherent 
Ability from God to create the leaſt Particle of Matter, 
much leſs the ſpiritual World, and whole Univerſe. 
Loet Mr. Chubb try what he can do with this Argument, 
m_ I affirm utterly razes the Foundations of the Arian 
Mr. Chubb therefore hath nothing left to ſay, but that 
this Divine Creature and God, as he ſtiles him, did uſe the 
Power of God in the Wotk of Creation, tho not an inhe- 
rent Power in himſelf ; which by and by I ſhall prove im- 
poſſible. But firſt let me purſue this Agency of the Son, 
which Mr, Chubb ſeems to glory in, as tho he had in that 
very Term eſtabliſh'd his whole Hypotheſis. F 815 
Againſt which I argue, That which is eſſential in God, 
cannot poſſibly be a Quality in a Creature, becauſe that 
would exalt the Creature above the Creator; which I 
— thus: Every Subſtance is more noble than its Acci- 
ents; if therefore the Divine Omaipotent Power or Abi- 
lity to create the World, ſhould be receiv'd by a Creature, 
it maſt be receiv'd after the manner of an Accident, and 
the Eſſence of that Creature would be the Subject of that 
Accident. And ſeeing Omnipotent Power is eſſential to 
God, ſhould this become an E Ability in any Crea- 
ture to create the World, then theſe Abſurdities would fol- 
low : (t.) That the Eſſence of God ſhould be an Accident 
in a Creature, and conſequently dependent on the Eſſence 
of a Creature for its Subſiſtence; and then would the Cre- 
__u depend on his Creature, as an Accident on the Sub- 
ance in which it inheres, (2.) Then would the Creature 
be of a more noble Nature than the Divine Eſſence, which 
on this Suppolition would be but an Accident in the Crea- 
ture, Now ſeeing all theſe Conſequences are abſurd, im- 
poſlible, yea blaſphemous to imagine, the very Thought of 
which is abhorrent to every pions Mind; therefore it una- 
voidably follows, that no Creature can receive creative A- 
bilities inherent in it ſelf, and therefore there can be no 
ſuch Creature. And conſequently Mr. Chubb's Chriſt, lag 
; | 0 
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e ſets forth under the Notion of a Creature, that made 
all created Beings, is but the Chimera of a proud and vain 
ind, that would intrude it ſelf into things above its Un- 
lerſtanding. I cannot fay, that Mr. Chubb was the Perſon that 
pbtruded theſe Follies firſt on the World; nor can I think 
hat Mr. Chubb, (a Perſon of as little Learning, for ought I 
know, as my ſelf) leaning on his own Strength of Reaſon 
nd Underſtanding, would attempt to impoſe his own Fig- 
tents on all the Ed and Holy Men in Great Britain, 
ay in the whole World. But I rather ſuppoſe it muſt be 
ome Perſon behind the Curtain, who is conceited of his 
pwn Learning above that of all others, and would impoſe 
zntiquated and long ſince buried Errors on us, as the Truths 

f God. I will not fay any do this out of malice; but in 
his Land of Light, not receiving the Truth in the Love of 
t, God in juſtice hath given them over to believe a Lye. 
and ſo much the more are they to be lamented,” becauſe 
n all probability they will prove incorrigible, ©" 

Not that I fee any thing in Mr. Chubb's Book difficult to 
de anſwer'd ; but what I ſaid of him, is from the Confidera- 
ion of the Boldneſs of the Attempt. _ I have heard, that 
he Arians of Salisbury glory that none have attempted an 
\nſwer; which indeed is ſomewhat ſtrange. But I would 
mpute it to any thing, rather than want of Ability in that 
Body of Learned Men, to whom he made his Dedication. - 
But now at laſt there is an Anſwer given, by 'a Perſon 
holly deſpicable, of as little or leſs Learning than him- 
elf; who attempts this not for a Name, or Advantage; but 
or the Satisfaction of his own Conſcience, and that a ſto 
night be put (if the Lord pleaſe) to the Hereſy and Blaſ- 
phemy of Chriſt's Enemies. Mr, Chubb may try if he can 
et out of that Labyrinth his Notions are intangled in; 
nd may try if he can demonſtrate, that the Divine Eſ- 
nce can poſſibly become an Accident in a Creature: or 
et him prove, that all Creative Power is not of the Divine 
ſence ; or that God can put an inherent Power in a 
reature, of force of it ſelf to create a World; or that if 
ch a thing were poſſible, and that the Creature he ſpeaks 
did, by an inherent Power received from God, create 
he Univerſe; then let Mr. Chubb ſhew, how God could 
e ſaid to create the World by ſuch a Creature, | 
I deny not. the Concurſe of God with every Creature, 
ut I would know how God by ſuch a Concurſe could be 
id to create the World by ſuch a Creature, in 1 

nſe 


Ss ² ²¹˙¹»ꝛ⁰A GL 
ſenſe than he can be ſaid to walk, eat, diſpute, &c. in me, 
who do all theſe things by his particular Concyrſe. 

If Mr. Chubb ſhould fay, that the ſuppos'd Being he calls 
Chriſt received Power from God to create the World, and 
yet received not his Eſſence; the Anſwer is eaſy, that God 
created only by his Eſſence, becauſe there are no Accidents 
in God: therefore there is in God no Power. diſtin& from 
his Efſence. If Power in God were a Quality diſtin& from 
his Eſſence, then there would be Accidents in God, and he 
could not be a pure ſimple Act, and uncompounded. But 
ſeeing God is not compounded of Subſtance and Accidents, 
all in God is God; there can be no Power in God diſtinct 
from his Eflence. Therefore ſeeing Power in God is not a 
Quality, but eſſential, it cannot be communicated to any 
Creature: if any affirm the contrary, all thoſe Blaſphemies, 
Abſurdities, and Contradictions mention'd at the beginning 
of the Argument will unavoidably follow, | 

f it be objected that Angels and Men have Powers, and 
they received them from God, and if God had not a Power 
in his Eſſence diſtinct from his Eſſence ; how could he give 
Power to his Creatures? For none can give what ther 
have not themſelves. [Note, The Obje&ion is of natu- 
ral Power, and not of an Authority for the Exerciſe of in- 
herent Powers.] And then- 
I anſwer, The Powers that all Creatures have, are not 
Powers in God, but are Effects of his Omnipotent Power. 
And the Cauſe muſt be more noble than the Effect; and 
the Cauſe cannot be the fame with the Effect: therefore 
Creatures only exerciſe a created Power, but the Power we 
have been treating of is increated Power, which I have ſtill 
affirm'd cannot be ſeated in a Creature, And therefore the 
Power of the molt glorious Creature can be but a Creature- 
Power; but a Creature-Power cannot create : for every 
created Power mult act on it felf, or on ſomething without 
it ſelf. | But what Mr. Chubb calls the Son of God, ſeeing 
by his own Confeſſion he is but a Creature, and exiſted 

before the Creation of the Univerſe, had nothing (fave 
God) diſtinct from himſelf to act on. That he did make 
the World by reflex Acts on himſelf, is incredible; becauſe 
not the leaſt Hint is given thereof in the Scriptures. That 
this Crerture did act its Powers on God, is impoſſible; be- 
cauſe God is infinitely above every Creature. Therefore it 
follows, no Creature can create; therefore not Mr, Chubb's 
pretended Chriſt. Tis increated Power only that „ 
rn k K n een 
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Wow ſeeing the Scriptures do abindantly declare, that 

Us Cari made the, World, it muſt nnavoidably follow, that 

hriſt is God eſſentially, and with the Father by one On» 

od ipotent Will created all things; which becauſe Mr. Chubb's 

2 i is not, vic, not eſſentially God, he is not Creator, 

»m MW not the true Chriſt, but an Arian Idol. Can God make a 

"IM a able to create a World out of nothing? I deny 
it, fo! 


he the Reaſons aforeſaid : And I further add, that there 
zut is an infinite diſtance between God and every Creature; not 
ts, ſo between Creature and Creature, for then there muſt be an 
act infinite diſtance between two finite Beings,whichis impoſlible. 
t a Has not God reveal'd himſelf to the World, in the firſt 
ny place as a Creator? Can any thing higher than a Creator 
ies, enter into the thoughts of Creatures? Muſt not then all 
ing underſtanding Creatures center in their Creator, as in the 


higheſt and beſt of Beings? And. muſt not this Creator 
then be eſſentially God? What Infatuation then is it, that 
leads Men to think of a Creature- Creator? Do not Men 


ive lower their Thoughts of the great Creator, when they af- 
hey firm a Being infinitely above him? But there neither is 
tu - nor can be any ſuch Creature, and to affirm it, is to turn 
in- the Truth of God into a Lye, and to worſhip and ſerve the 


Creature more than the Creator, who is God over all bleſſed for 
ever. Amen. Rom, 1, 25 

What I treated of before, was to prove no Creature could 
receive Ability, or an inherent Power to create. 

Now I ſhall go about to prove, no Creature can be God's 
Agent in the Work of Creation, 


{till Firſt, becauſe every Agent, as to any natural Power re- 
the MW ceived from his Principal, acts independent of his Princi- 
zre- pal. There is no Agent in the World, as to any phyſical 
ery i tower of Action, but acts independent of his Principal: his 


Principal confers on him no natural Power, either as to 
Body or Mind, whereby he ſhould be enabled to act. 


ſted Therefore I conclude, that it is beyond the Sphere of any 
ſave {MW Creature to be God's Agent in creating the Univerſe, be- 
jake MW cauſe no Creature can a& independently of God. Every 
auſe MW created Being is dependent both in Eſſence and Operation; 
"hat and dependent in Operation, becauſe ſo in Eſſence: there- 


lore 15 created Being can be God's Agent in creating the 

r * y WITS 24 3 434% 

And I urge further, that God cannot make a Creature 

to act independent of himſelf : and the reaſon is plain, be- 

cauſe then God ſhould 1 2 what he cannot annihilate, and 
WA con- 
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conſequently make one of equal Power with himſelf, which 
is impoſſible. . . 2 0 

But ſaith Mr. Chubb, The Son derived the Power by 
© which he acted, from the Father.” 

I muſt confeſs, I underſtand not what he means by that 
word derived. If he means that he received an inherent 
Ability, or Faculty, or Power from the Father to create 
the World, that I have proved impoſſible ;, becauſe to re- 
ceive ſuch an Ability, muſt be to receive and to have the 
Divine Omnipotent Will inherent, and that would be to 
have the Divine Eſſence inherent, which is altogether im- 
0 1771 What then can be underſtood by this Term de- 
rived ? 

© The Son, faith he, derived the Power by which he 
© acted, from the Father. 

Then certainly Mr, Chubb muſt mean, that the Son made 
uſe of the Father's Power in creating the World, and that 
God gave him Ability ſo to do. | 

Now this allo, if I can prove it to be. impoſſible, I will 
leave himſelf to declare what he means. To derive in a 


natural way ſignifies the Receipt of a thing; as the Branches 


derive Nouriſhment from the Tree, the Tree from the 
Root, and the Fruit from the Branches; but this is a Con- 
veyance from Nature, and is the thing Mr. Chubb oppoſeth : 
for he will not allow Chriſt to receive his Effence from the 
Divine Nature, againſt this he raiſeth all his Batteries. 
Nov becauſe [ have uſed my beſt Endeavour to find out 
his Meaning, if I can't do it, let him blame himſelf for 
writing ſo abſtruſely, | 

I will ſuppoſe therefore, that he means that the Son (under- 
ſtanding thereby a Creature only) uſed the Father's Power 
in creating, upholding, and governing the Univerſe: and 
this will run his Hypotheſis into as many Abſurdities as 
before. 

For firſt, then the Father's Omnipotent Power muſt be 
exerted by a Creature's Will; which is both impious to 
affirm, and impoflible to be done, becauſe it ſuppoſes the 
Omnipotent Power of God to be not only exerted by the 
Will of the Creature, but to be the Inſtrument of the 
Creature in creating M-n and Angels, with the whole Uni- 
verſe. Whereby alſo all the Glory of creating would de- 
volve on the Creature, who would in that caſe be the Effi- 
cient, and not on God's Omnipotent Power, which the 
Creature uſed as his Inſtrument. 2 

| Secondly, 
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Secondly, This is impoſſible to be done, becauſe no cre- 
y Wated Power can uſe its Creator as its Inſtrument, and it 
would be Blaſphemy to affirm it. For every Inſtrument is 
it Wlecſs excellent than the Efficient, becauſe the Inſtrument in 
it this caſe is ſubſervient to the Efficient: and this, inſtead of 
te Mſetting the Father above the Creature, would in my mind 
e. ¶ place him beneath it. 
e Thirdly, It renders Mr. Chubb's Hypotheſis ridiculous and 
to ſooliſn. For ſeeing there is no executive Power in God, 
1- Wand that only his Will or Word is that Energetical Power 
e- which gave being to, and upholds all things; God could 
no ſooner will their Exiſtence, than that the Creatures 
© WW ſhould exiſt : and therefore there could be no room for an 
Agent to interpoſe. | 
le But here is one thing offers for Mr. Chubb to think upon, 
it ois. that Scripture, Heb, 11. 3. By Faith we underſtand that 
„ [the Worlds were framed by the Word of God, And Heb, 1. 3. 
tels us, that Chrift upholds all things by the Word of hu Power. 
a Now if there be the ſame Power neceſſary to uphold all 
es things, as to create all things; as cannot be deny'd, becauſe 
de the Suſtentation of all things is but a continu'd Creation: 
then the Power that upholds them is the ſame that created 
them ; therefore the Father and the Son exert the ſame 
Omnipotent Will, and conſequently are one in Nature and 
Eſſence, between whom there can be no Superiority or 
Inferiority. 
And I ſay again, that ſeeing the Omnipotent Will created 
fall things, God could no ſooner will their Exiſtence, than 


r- that the thing willed would be in being. And therefore 
r there would be no room for an Agent to interpoſe, becauſe 
d there can be no Agent to exert his Will, any more than to 
is be a Cauſe of his Being; as is manifeſt from the nature of 


the thing, 

If Chriſt created the Worlds, he muſt be of the ſame 
Eſſence, and have the fame eſſential Will; whoſe Power 
put all things into being. 

Therefore Mr. Chybb's Hypotheſis is utterly deſtroy'd by 
the Impoſtibility of the thing, Beſides, on his Hypotheſis, 
the Father would only be a moral Cauſe of the Creation,; 
every Agent being the phyſical Cauſe of what he doth. 
This, as I obſerv'd, robs the Father of the Glory of Cre- 


* 


ation, and places it on a Creature, 


* 


Mr. Chubb hath ſaid, Chriſt received both Direction and 
Ability to create, and alſo that he derived the Power by 
| C 3 which 
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with his Eſſence; and I acknowledge Chriſt doth exerciſe 


which he acted from the Father; which Phraſes buy been 
conſider d. But in the 15th Page he brings in bil ay- 
ing, I and * Father are one. t is, ſaith he, as if Chriſt 
© had faid, As the Father hath put upon me his Power alſo, 
© to enable me to diſcharge that Truſt, vi. of preſerving 
© the Church; as the Son exerciſeth the Power of the Fa- 
ther, they may well be ſaid to be one. I 
I deſire it may be carry d in mind, I do not queſtion but I n. 
the Father communicates to the Son his Power together tt 


the Power of the Father, and that the Power of the Fa- 


ther and his Power are one, and are always exerciſed by 


| a 
one Omnipotent Will. t 
What I affirm, is, That this cannot be done by-any p 
Creature, viz, the Works of Creation: And that ſeeing Ne 
Chriſt made all things, he muſt be eſſentially God; and u 
t 

( 


cConſequently Mr, Chubb's created Chriſt is not the true 


Chriſt, nor Saviour of the World, if any ſuch ſuper-ange- 
lical Creature had been made, | 
Here I would obſerve, that the Power of the Father is Hf 
his eſſential Power, not communicable, but together with IM ( 
his Efſence : and ſeeing Mr, Chubb's Chriſt is no more than 
he is, (that is to ſay, a Creature) and partakes not of the : 
Father's Eſſence ; he is not, cannot be the true Chriſt: nor : 
cn he exerciſe the Father's Power, in any other ſenſe than 
| 
f 
{ 


gels and Men may be ſaid to do it. 

Mr. Chubb would have what he calls Chriſt to exerciſe 
the Father's Power; and faith, the Father hath put his 
Power on him. Now I challenge the whole Tribe of Arians 

to ſhew how the Father hath put on Chriſt his Power, other 
than by communicating his Nature to him: nor can God 
Clothe any Creature with Omnipotent Power, becauſe he can- Mt. 
not make a God equal with himſelf; there muſt of neceſſity | 
be an infinite diſtance between God and every poſſible Crea- 
ture. Creative Power is increated Power; which cannot 

be put on any created Being: therefore no Creature can 
have creative Power put on him, 99 
Properly ſpeaking, no Creature can exerciſe the Power of 
God, becauſe it is increate and incommunicable. If the 


Son exerciſeth the Power of the Father, as indeed he doth, 


then he is one Efſence with. the Father, and hath, one Ener- 
getical and Qmnipotent Will, with the Father. 

The Son faith, he Py not exerciſe a ſeparate and inde- 
pendent Power, but ſuch a Power as he. keceiveth 125 
* | K 
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en che Father; and ſo is ſaid to be the Father's Power. 
82 What Mr. Chubb means here, I cannot certainly fay : The 
Ut Son exerciſeth ſuch a Power as he receiveth from the Fa- 
io, ther: What is this? doth not every Creature the ſame ? 
0s Do not Angels, Men, and Brutes, exerciſe a received Pow- 
Fa- er? But is the Power they have received their own Power, 
or not? If their Power be ſeated in themſelves, they are 
ut BW not faid to exerciſe the Power of God. Nor can any Crea- 
zer Bl tare in the exerciſe of their inherent Power, be faid to ex- 
1 Wl exciſe God's Power ; as I ſhewed before. | R 
5 ; And what he means by a Creature's exerciſing a ſeparate 
and independent Power, is what he muſt get ſome O'Edipus 
to unriddle. For in ſome ſenſe no Creature hath a ſeparate - 
power from God, nor yet independent on him; God being 
u entituled to the ſubſtrate Matter of all our Actions, by his 
nd upholding our natural Powers, and by his Concùrſe acting 
ue together with us: Yet are not thoſe Actions denominated 
God's, nor are our Powers called God's. * 
| And if every Creature is veſted with a received and de- 
th pendent Power ; then every Worm, according to' him, is 
il God's Agent, and exerciſeth God's Power, 3 
Fo And Mr. Chubb would do well to ſhew, whether the cre- 
© Wl ative Power he doth clothe his Chriſt with, be inherent or 
not; if it be, to ſay how God can be more ſaid to create 
an i becauſe that Creature created, than be ſaid to eat or walk, 
becauſe I do ſo. If the Power his Chriſt exerciſeth, be not 
inherent, let him ſhew how it is poſſible any Creature can 
do a phyſical Act by a Power ſeated in anotlier. 
fs Let Mr. Chubb fay, Whether a Creature can exerciſe 
- | omnipotent Power? Whether a Creature can exert the 
2d. BY divine Omnipotent Will? If ſo, then a Creature can 
do all that God can do, and that not as an Agent, bat prin- 
Y I cipal Efficient; and then there can be no difference between 
che Power of God, and the Power of ſuch a Creature; and 
Vt ſuch a Creature will be Creator and Creature both, ant 
n whatever other Contradiction you pleaſe. - £28 
But let me tell Mr. Chubb, that no Creature can exert the 
free Powers of another Creature, ſave in a moral way, I 
e hope Mr. Chubb will not ſay, that his created God did exert 
the omnipotent Will in a moral way: for then inſtead of 
the Creature being God's Agent, God would become tlie 
Creature's Agent. n A 
If a Superior hath Power to compel the- Inferior, yet that 
1 By Inferior acts its own N T Superior cannot be ſaid 
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to act them; much leſs can a. Creature, how excellent fo. 
ever, exert the Power of its Creator. | 

If it ſhould be ſaid, That the Creator is willing to ho- 
nour his Creature, ſo as to communicate his Power to it; 
ſuppoſe, as the caſe is, to create a World out of nothing : 
I reply, it is an abſurd Suppoſition; for it cannot be, that 
the infinitely wiſe God ſhould will an impoſſible thing: for 
no created Power can be adapted to uſe the increated Power 
as its Inſtrument. Therefore the Power of the Father 
cannot be exerciſed by ſuch a Son as is a Creature, how ex- 
cellent ſoever ſuch a Creature ſhould be. 

Nor can any Creature be ſuſceptible of infinite Power; 
for every Creature, with all its Powers and Virtues, is finite, 
and therefore limited ; and a finite Being cannot receive in- 
finite and unlimited Power, and therefore cannot uſe it; 
for no Creature can uſe that it is not ſuſceptible of. And 
ſeeing omnipotent Power muſt be exerted in the Creation, 
were not our Lord Jeſus Chriſt the omnipotent God, he 
could not have created the Univerſe : but the Scripture is 
fall, that Jeſus Chriſt created all things; therefore it follows 
that Jeſus Chriſt is God by Nature. Every Houſe, faith the I 
Apoſtle, is builded by ſome Man, but he that made all things 
is God: Not a nominal God, ſuch as Mr, Chubb's Chriſt is 
faid to be, a figment of Man's Brain, of whom it cannot 
be proved, that ſuch a Being exiſts in Nature; And there- Þ 


| N they who preach ſuch a Chriſt, are under a Curſe. Gal. 1. 8. 


Mr. Chubb indeed is ſo far convinc'd of the Oneneſs of the 
Father and Son, that he confeſſes in the fame place, that 
the Father and Chriſt are One in the Exerciſe of it: of 
what? why it muſt be underſtood of the Father's Power, 
Pag. 16. | 

Hence I obſerve from Mr. Chubb's Conce ſſion, That the Fa- 
ther and Chriſt are One in the Exerciſe of the Father's Power: 
That it follows thence, that the Father's Power is exerciſed 
by one joint Act of the Father's and Son's Will; and there- 
fore the Son is eſſentially God, and not a Creature inferior 
in Nature to the Father, as Mr. Chubb would have him. 
And let Mr. Chubb now ſay, Whether every Creature 
may be ſaid to be One with God in the Exerciſe of divine 
Power, by virtue of God's particular Concurrence : If ſo, 
then Chriſt is no more one with God, than a Warm is in its 
Motions, If not, how are the Father and Chriſt faid to be 
one in the Exerciſe of divine Power, which Mr, Chubb con- 
leſſes here they may be ſaid to be, except the Father qd 
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as. 


Son are one in Eſſence, and work together by one omnipo- 


« 


tent Will, as the Truth is? | | cy 3 

And I'll tell Mr. Chubb, that nothing but a Unity in EC 
ſence and Nature, can difference the Son's Unity with the 
Father, from the Unity that every Creature hath with God 
in its Operations: (1 would not be underſtood of a moral 
Unity, but of that Unity whereby the divine Concurſe 
works with every Creature in its proper Motions.) 

And Mr. Chubb's Chriſt being but a Creature, hath no- 
thing of Oneneſs with God in the Exerciſe of divine Power, 
above Angels, Men, or Brutes: Therefore what Mr. bh 
ſets up for Chriſt (if ſuch a Creature were) cannot be the 
true Ghriſt, | 

Mr. Chubb faith, * That Chriſt makes the Power of the 
© Father to be greater than all other Power, yea, than his 
© own Power, when his own Power is conſidered ſeparate 
© from the Power of the Father.” [Vore, He, i. e. Mr. 
Chubb, is opening Fohn 10, 28, 29, 30. My Father that gaye 
them to me, is greater than all, &c.] 

Mr. Chubb acknowledges the Chriſt he ſpeaks of is a Crea- 
ture; and I deſire it may be conſider'd, what Power it is 
that any Creature can have ſeparate from the Power of 
God; or, whether our innate Power and Faculties are to 
be accounted ſeparate from the Power of God: If fo, I 
ſuppoſe Mr. Chubb believes the Creature he calls the Chriſt, 
and Son of God, to have an innate creative Power; how 
elſe could he make the World? and why then ſhould he- 
tell them of the Father's Power being greater than his? 
And if ſo, where is the Superiority between the Father and 
Son, that Mr. Chubb pleads for ? If the Son create, he is not 
a Creature, but God of the Subſtance of the Father ; and 


Mr. Chubb's affirming him a Creature, is Blaſphemy. 
Mr. Chubb, pag. 17. arguing from thoſe Words of our 


Saviour, John F. 17. Ay Father worketh hitherto, and I 
work; faith, * That from thence the Jews inferred, that he 
made himſelf equal with God, and therefore went about 
© to kill him: Our Lord anſwered, Verily I ſay unto you, the 
© Son can do nothing of himſelf, but what he ſeeth the Father: 
* do; for what things ſoever the Father doth, theſe alſo doth 
* the Son likewiſe.” | | 

© In theſe Words (faith he) our Lord doth not deny, 
© that Blaſphemy was a juſt Conſequence of his making him- 
© ſelf wholly equal with the Father; but he denies that his 


een 
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TY © Conſequence of What he had faid ; by aſſerting he could 
do nothing of himſelf, but from the Ability, Direction, 
© and Appointment of the Father.' | 

Here he jumbles things vaſtly diſtant together, as the Abi- 
lity and Direction of the Father. An Agent receive 
direction to do a thing from his Principal, but Ives not 
Ability from him, in any ſenſe applicable to our Difference: 
And tho the Creature receive Ability from God, to do his 
own Work, he cannot to do Creative Work. What Power 
the Creature receives (as I ſaid) is inherent, nor can à Crea- 
ture act but from inherent Power. To talk of a Creature 
receiving Ability and Power to create Angels and Men, and 
not to have that Power inherent, is Nonſenſe ; for we re- 
ceive no Ability or Power from God, but what is inherent 
in our ſelves. Mr. Chubb, if he oppoſes, may tell us how a 
Creature can receive any phyſical Power that is not inhe- 
rent; for how can any Creature, at any time, put any ſuch 
Power into exerciſe that is not inherent ? or how can any 
finite Nature receive infinite Power? or whether creative 
Power is not infinite? or what difference there can poffibly 
be between creative and infinite Power ? and laſtly, whe- 
ther he, hath not manifeſted moſt egregious Folly, in af- 
N Creature can receive creative Abilities? But this 

y the by. | 

To the Text therefore, I anſwer, Our Saviour in 
F. 17. aſſerts his Divinity; He had healed on the Sabbath-Da 
a Man that had had an Infirmity thirty eight Years. Ver. 8 
In Ver. 16. we read, That the Jews perſecuted Jeſus, and 
ST ſought to flay him, becauſe he had wrought this Cure on the Sab- 

| - Gath-Day. In Ver. 17. Jeſus anſwered them, My Father 

worketh hitherto, and I work. From this Saying, they ac- 
cuſe him of Blaſphemy, for ſaying, God was his Father, ma- 
king himſelf equal with God. 

Doth our Lord, in the Context, deny that God was his 
Father? doth he deny that by affirming, that God was his 
Father, he made himſelf equal with God? doth he ſay one 
word of what Mr. Chubb feigns him to ſay? as allowing 
that his ſaying God was his Father, was not a making him- 
ſelf equal with God: Nothing leſs, My Father worketh hi- 
therto, faith he, and I work. 

As if our Lord had ſaid, My Father worketh on Sabbath- 
Days, as well as other Days, in upholding the Creation; and 
verning the World, by his Providence; and I work allo, 
ing the fame things that he doth: For the ata 
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thing of himſelf. This work of Healing that hath been 
done before your Eyes, is the work of the Father, as well 
as my Work; for the Son can do nothing of himſelf, but 
whatloryer he ſeeth the Father do, the ſame things doth the 
| Son allo, 
va Whence we may obſerve, that the ſame individual Work, 
e: Mis the Work both of the Father and Son: Whence it ap- 
his MW pears, that the Father and Son is one ſingular Agent in all 
er that is done in the Univerſe. Therefore the Son hath the 
a. ame undivided Nature with the Father, the Game Will, the 
es fame omnipotent Power. | 
nd As if Chriſt had ſaid, my Father healed this Man, and L 
re. healed him; I having the fame divine Nature, do the Work 
nr together with my Father; my. Father and I are one, viz. 
V 2 Glo God, the ſame in Subſtance, equal in Power and 
ory. | 
1 So that Mr. Chubb's Senſe of the Words is wholly foreign 
ny to the true meaning of them, And whereas Mr. Chubb af. 
we firms Chriſt inferior and ſubordinate to the Father, (how 
ly excellent ſoever he ſpeaks him, comes not into the Merit of 
ge. the Cauſe) it is enough that he owns him to be a Crea- 
af. ture, this it ſelf ſets his Chriſt at an infinite diſtance in Na- 
his ture from God; this renders him uncapable of receiving, or 
| exerting creative Power, and of every Power proper to, and 
„n inherent in the divine Nature. And ſuch is the Omnipoten- 
„ 9 of the Will, for it is the omnipotent Will of God alone 
8 that created and upholds all things; for as he doth all 
„things according to the counſel of his own Will, ſo he doth, 
ah. all things by the effective Power of his own, Will; which, 
„er as ſhewed above, no Creature can exert : no, not the hus 
\c- man Nature of Chriſt, tho, in perſonal Union with, the 
. Deity, which by virtue of that Union is exalted far above 
all Creatures whatſoever, Yet, I ſay, with all Humility, and: 
his with Submiſſion to the more knowing, that I think the hu- 
nis man Nature of Chriſt never wrought a Miracle, or was 
ne the Agent of the Divinity in working of them; but that. all, 
ng thoſe Miracles wrought by our Saviour, were the, effect oh 
m. his Divinity alone; and God, is ſaid to work them by him, 
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2 * done by that Perſon, who was really and truly: 


n. 
The human Nature of Chriſt was pure and ſpotleßs, he 


was the immaculate Lamb of God, that took away the Sins 


of the World; but the human Nature being a Creature, tho 


the moſt. excellent, could not have Faculties receptive 


omnſpotend 
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ſtroys and ruins all that with ſo much Labour, Confidence, 


things: but underſtanding by the word Miracle a Work 


Arianiſm Anatomized.” Wt | 
omnipotent Power. And whereas the Scripture faith, that 
in him dwelt the Fulneſs of the Godhead bodily; IT take it to be Nhe 
an Hebraiſm, and to fignify, that the Fulneſs of the God- 
head was united to that Body, and was one Perſon with it. 
But being an unſtudied and ignorant Perſon, whoſe whole 
Life hath been exerciſed and incumbred with the Affairs and 
Cares of this World; I herein give my Judgment, being 
ready to hear and ſubmit to any convincing Arguments, 
that ſhall be offer'd to the contrary. And this Task will 
chiefly fall on Mr. Chubb, becauſe the aſſerting that no 
Creature can do a Miracle, if it prove true, utterly de- 


and Aſſurance, he hath been building, 

But ſome may ſay, Did not Moſes and the Prophets work 
Miracles? I anſwer, that all the Miracles wrought in 
Egypt were wrought by God only, and to him are in the 
Scripture aſcribed : Exod, 6. 1. The Lord ſaid unto Moſes 
Now / alt thou ſee what I will do unto Pharaoh, Indeed I 
cannot allow any Creature to be ſo much as an Inſtrument, 
in doing any thing above its own nature, A Miracle muſt 
be from a creative Power, which cannot be ſeated in any 
Creature. Every Wonder is not a Miracle. Angels may 
do Wonders, evil Angels may; and their Acts are wonder- 
ful to ns, -becauſe above our Sphere, the Cauſes whereof 
are hid from us, and yet are they not above the nature of 


above Nature, no Creature can effect it. The contrary 
whereof Mr, Chubb muſt prove, if he will defend his Hy- 
potheſis, and thereto I invite him. | 

Mr. Chubb, p. 18. faith, « We think that the Son did all 
© things by the Will and Direction of the Father; as the in- 
© ferior Workman builds the Houſe by the Plan or Draught 
© given him by the chief Architect.” | 

In anſwer to this I ſay, that the inferior Workman he 
alludes to, hath the fame Nature and Abilities with the 
chief Archit.& : He derives no phyfical Power or Ability 
from him, but hath it as wholly in himſelf as the other 
hath, Tne inferior Workman builds the Houſe himſelf, 
and is the phylical Cauſe of the Frame and Structure. 
The chief Arcnite& gave only a Plan of what he would 
have the inferior Workman do, and was only a moral or 
directive Cauſe ; but the whole Effect produced, isffrom the 
inferior Cauſe, Let Mr. Chubb confider how this agrees 
with his Hypotheſis, and tell me, ſuppoſing ſuch a Creature 
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s he calls Chriſt, whether he could be the ſole phyſical Cauſe 
pf the World by an innate Virtue and Power; and whether 
he Father, as the chief Architect, was only a moral and di- 
ective Cauſe, If he ſay, that Compariſons-run not on all 
ours, I muſt tell him, it is a very unmeet Compariſon that 
ath never a ſound Foot to go on, and will do little ſervice" 
o his Cauſe, | F tte Grit 
[ have conſider'd Mr. Chubb's fifth Argument, and therein 
that Agency a Creature, ſuch as Mr, Chubb's Chriſt, 'can' 
poſſibly have in the Creation of the World; and ſhew'd 
hat + is none at all, and that Mr. Chubb's Hypotheſis is im- 
ollidle, 2 
i Now becauſe the Scripture attributes the Creation of all 
hings to the Son, and ſince it appears impoſſible to be 
one by any Creature, how excellent ſoever, either as the 
Father's Agent or otherwiſe ; therefore the eſſential Son of 
od is the principal Efficient thereof. 5 
This ſeems as clear to me as the Meridian Sun, and may 
be further manifeſted from divers Scriptures. » I begin with 
eh. 1. 6. When he bringeth his Firſt-begatten into the World, 
e ſaith, Let all the Angels of God worſhip him. I demand, 
hat is that Worſhip: the Angels were commanded to give 
o Chriſt ? Was it not the Homage of Creatures to their 
reator.? And what is that Homage, but their moſt in- 
enſe Love of him, and Acknowledgment of the Reception 
pf their Beings and Bleſſedneſs from him; Profeſſion of 
Dependance on him, even an Acknowledgment of all Crea- 
are-Obligations to him? \ 94 
And is there any Worſhip higher? and were they not 
hen commanded to give him their ſupreme and higheſt Wor- 
ip? And is he not then, with the Father and Holy Spi- 
it, one Supreme God and Lord of all? 
That this is the very Worſhip the Angels were command- 
ed to give him, may appear from hence, becauſe it is that 
orſhip we are commanded to give him. 
To manifeſt this, conſider that we are baptized in his 
ame, equally as in the Father's; and by . we de- 
licate and devote our ſelves to his Honour and Glory, equal- 
y as to the Father's; which would not be lawful, were the 
don a diftin&t and inferior Being to the Father ; for the 
ccripture ſaith, that God will not give his Glory to another. 
The Son therefore is not a diſtin Eſſence from the Father. 
And ſeeing there is in Scripture no Act of Divine Wor- 
wip of the Father commanded, diſtinct from the Son; 2 
8 ” a" 
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46 Aram a 
all our Obligations, even as Creatures, ate equal to the Sofi, 
as to the Father, therefore according t6 his Command us 
ſo worſhip him. How can theſe Men honour the Father 
who rob the Son of his Divinity? Are not all Men boune 
to honour the Son, even as they honour the Father ? Can 
theſe Men have the Father, who deny the Son ? What 
tho they give high and ſeemingly glorious Titles; and which 
would be fo indeed, were he a Creator; are they not a. 
ing over Judas's part? betraying with a Kiſs, and ſaying, 
„ when arm'd with Swords and Staves againſt 


Theſe Men tell us, all are to be worſhipped according to yy 
that degree of Excellency that is in them. Behold then the 
glorious Excellencies of the Son of God! Own him as thy 
Creator, Redeemer, and Saviour, and give him a Worſhip 
inferior to that thou giveſt the Father, if thou canſt, The 
Angel St. John fell down' before, was no doubt a glorious 
and excellent Creature; yet would not be worſhipped, but 
ſaith, Worſhip God. God moſt high therefore only is to be 
worſhipped. Chrift is to be worſhipped, therefore Chriſt 
is the moſt high God. 

That Chriſt is to be worſhipped with our higheſt Wor: 
ſhip, hath been proved from Heb. 1. 6. It alſo appears, be- 
cauſe we are to believe in him to truſt, and hope in him, 
to commit our Souls to his keeping. The Apoſtle faith, he 
knew' in whom he had believed, and that he was able to keey 
what he had committed to him; and we are commanded to 
love him with all our heart, which is our higheſt ſpiritual 
Worſhip. Therefore he is one God with the Father and 
Hoby Spirit, and as ſuch to be glorify'd by all his Creatures. 
The Scripture tells us, that he x God, that he was in the 
form of Goa, and thought it not Robbery to be equal with God. 
Tor be in the form of God, certainly is to be God; for 
God is by his Eſſenee his own Form, in whom is no Poten- 
tiality of another Form. 

Further, he is ſaid to be the Brightneſs of the Father“ 
Glory, the expreſs Image of his Perſon, upholding all thing; 
by the” Word of his Power. Conceive we, as we are able, 
the glorious Perfections of God the Father; Chriſt is, as! 
may ſay, the Quinteſſence of all that Glory, the very 
Brightneſs" of it, the Glory of the Father's Glory. This 
Text is too füll of Glory, yea of the Son's Glory, to be 
unfolded by mortal Creatures: it is a Theme fit for the 
higheſt Cherubims-and' glorify'd Spirits to deſcant on to all 
Eternity. | Where: 
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Wherefore doth Mr. Chubb make a pother of Chriſt's be- 
ing the Father's Agent? a. thing | impoſſible for a Creature, 
3s his Chriſt is. Our Text {peaks Chriſt the proper Effi- 
cient, both of Creation, and alſo of Suſtentation of all 
une rings : And would it not be unreaſonabte ro think, that 
Canfllthe ame Power that upholds all things, did not create all 
hatthings? The Text faith, he upholds all things by the Word 
nich of his Power : his own Word of Power, or powerful Word, 
at-Yupholds all things, and therefore made all things. He is 
ing, the proper Efficient, and therefore. is the moſt High God, 
anſtY and not a Creature, as Mr. Chubb would have him; for it is 
incompatible to the moſt. glorious Creature, by his only 
: to Word, to create and uphold all things, | 
the As to Mr. Chubb's Chriſt, a mere Creature, whom he fo 
)  amorouſly courts with glorious Titles, the Scripture is ſilent 
ſhip of him, knows no ſuch Perſon, | 
Bat our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, the eſſential Son. of God, he 
jour is the worthy Object of our higheſt Adoration and Praiſe: 
but In Jobn's Goſpel, chap. 20. 27, 28. our Lord blaming Thomas 
be Fl for his Unbelief, Gith, Reach hit her thy Finger, and behold 
my Hands ;, and reach hither thy Hand, and thruft it into my 
Sade; and be not faithleſs, but believing. And Thomas an- 
Vor. ſwered and ſaid unto him, My Lord, and m God ! | 
be: I demand, what could have been ſaid more, to confeſs the 
im, | Godhead of Chriſt. 5 | 
he Did Chriſt blame him for thoſe high and glorious Appel- 
ker) lations ? Nothing leſs : for Chriſt in the next Verſe calls 
this Confeſſion of Thomas a believing in him. | 
tual The Apoſtle, 2 Cor. 11. 2. tells the Corinthians, that he 
and had eſpouſed them to one Husband, that he might preſent them 
as a chaſte Virgin to Chriſt. The Church is the Spouſe of 
Chriſt, and Chriſt is the Church's Husband. Let us now 
ſee what the Scripture faith of this Husband of the Church, 
Chriſt Jeſus: Ja. 54. 5- Thy Maker is thy Husband, the Lord 
of Haſts is his Name; and thy Redeemer the Holy-One of I.. 
rael, the God of the whole Earth ſhall he be call'd. 

Let Mr. Chubb ſhew, what Scripture faith the Lord of 
Hoſts is a Creature: where the Holy-One of 1ſrael is {aid 
to be a Creature. Yet this Lord of Hoſts, this Holy- One 
of Iſrael, this God of the whole Earth, is the Church's 
Husband and Redeemer. This is our Lord Chriſt, the 
eſſential and only-begotten Son of God, | 
So in Iſa, g. 6. Chrilt is call'd the ere. the Ever - 
laſting Father, the Prince of Peace, &c. I do not eps in 
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Shifts Mr. Chubb hath'to avoid the Force of this and other 
Texts, being but fig-leaf Coverings : for whenever Magi. 
trates are call'd Gods, the Context doth manifeſtly declare, 
that only Men in Power and Authority are there intended. 
However, Mr. Chubb might have been a notable Advocate 
for the Flatterers of Nero and the Pope, &c. for he could 
| fay that the Scripture calls Princes and Magiſtrates Gods, 

and what harm to call Heathen Emperors and the Popes 
Gods? and to worſhip them too, ſo it was with an inferior 
and lower Worſhip. For, faith he, every Creature is to 
be worſhipped according to that degree of Excellency that 
is in them : eſpecially this might be done after they are 
dead; according to the Cuſtoms of Heathens and Papiſts, 
And fo the Demon-Worſhip of both might be introduced, 
yea and defended, in the Live manner he doth the Wor- 
ſhip of this his Chriſt ; who, he faith, being but a Crea- 
ture, is yet a God, and to be worſhip'd, for the Scripture 
calls Magiſtrates, &c. Gods. | 

Bat this Scripture above-quoted, calls Chriſt the mighty 
God, the everlaſting Father, the God of the whole Earth, 
and Lord of Hoſts, Jehovah, &c. | 
- Can any other be underſtood by theſe Epithets, than the 
true and eternal Son (viz. the Son of God, the only-be- 
gotten Son of God? who if he were not begotten of the 
Subſtance of the Father, conld never have had the afore- 
ſaid Appellations given to him by the Spirit of Truth it ſelf. 

Mr. Chubb, pag. 16. faithy The Father and Son are not 


© co-ordinate Cauſes,” viz, of Creation, for of that it muſt 


be intended; indeed I know not who ever faid they 
were, for I know not who could make them ſo : But J 
quarrel not at words. | 
The Orthodox Churches (I think, for I am not greatly 
acquainted with Mens Writings) do, and have all along 
taught, agreeable to the Scriptures, that the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt are Co-efficients in all the Works of Cre- 
4 and Providence, and not the one ſubordinate to the 
Other. | | 
Our Lord faith, The Son can do nothing of himſelf, but 
what thing ſoever he ſeeth the Father do, the ſame alſo doth 
the Son. My Father worketh hitherto (faith he) and I work. 
The Father worketh by the Son, his eſſential and ſubſtan- 
tial Wiſdom, not as an Agent, diſtin& in Efſence, as Mr. 
Chubb feigns (which I have above demonſtrated to be im- 


poſſible) but by one joint omnipotent Will. 3 
| n 
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And whereas Mr. Chubb would make the Apoſtacy of the 
Romiſh Church to conſiſt much in this, That that Church 
gives Divine Honour to the Son, equally as to the Father, 
(as Mr. W. ton did before him) yet ſeeing the Scrip- 
tures that ſpeak of that Apoſtacy declare that it conliſted 
in Demon-Worſhip, (very much like the Creature Mr, Chubb 
calls Chriſt, which I don't ſee but it may be call'd Demon- 
Worſhip, as well as that of Rome for worſhipping feign'd 
Saints and Angels) and in worſhipping of Idols of Gold 
and Silver, and Wood and Stone, &c. and no where for- 
bids the higheſt Divine Worſhip to be given to-the Son, 
but commands all Men to Honour the Son as they honour the 
Father : therefore we are not to hearken to the Shifts, 
Quibbles, and Falſhoods of any that declare the contrary, 
and would thruſt an Antichriſt on us inſtead of a true 
Chriſt; but are bound to hold them accurſed, as preach- 
ing another Chriſt, another Goſpel: Gal. 1.8, But tho we 
(faith the Apoſtle) or an Angel from Heaven preach any other 
Goſpel unto you, than that which we have preach'd unto you, 
let him be accurſed, | 

As I have above proved, that the Creature Mr. Chubb 
preaches being but a Creature, could not poſlibly be the 
Father's Agent in creating the World, nor could poſſibly do 
it from any Power inherent received from the Father; 
and thence ſtrongly inferred, that Mr. Chubb ſets up for th 
true Chriſt, an Antichriſt, an Idol of Man's Brain, an 
what never had Exiſtence in Nature: I now come to prove 
the ſaid Idol of Mr. Chubb's, or his Chriſt, or God, or what 
he will call it, not to be the true Chriſt of God, becauſe 
not a Man, The Scripture every where witneſſeth to 
Chriſt's Manhood, and that he was a true and very Man. 
And tho Mr, Chubb call his Image a Man, yet now l under- 
take to demonſtrate, that according to none, nor all the 
Deſcriptions Mr. Chubb hath given of him, can he be 
eſteem d a Man: which if well perform'd, is enough to 
ſettle Mens Minds about this Affair, and to convince, that 
Mr. Chubb is a Setter-forth of a falſe Chriſt, a falſe God; 
which how I perform, 1 leave to every one's Conſcience. 

Mr. Chubb tells us, p. 47. that Chriſt was of the Seed of 
David according to the Fleſh. And in p. 48. that the ſpiri- 
tual part was the Divine Word, and that the Divine Word, 
x nen united to the fleſhy part, was a Man; and that this 
t n was our Lord Chriſt; That the Divine Word, when 
conlider'd alone, when join'd » the fleſhy part, was but a 

| | part 
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part of Humanity; and before it was join'd to the bodily 
or fleſhy part, it was no part of Humanity. 

In pag. 47. We think (faith he) that we have proved 
© by undeniable Evidence, that the Divine Nature in our 
© Saviour was not united to the intire Humanity, but was 
© jt ſelf a real part of it, &c. 

What he calls Proof, is utterly needleſs to regard : here 
he affirms two things diametrically oppoſite to all Scrip- 
tare, and conſequently can never be proved from Scrip- 
ture : 

Firſt, That the Divine Nature in our Saviour was not 
united to the intire Humanity. 

Secondly, That the Divine Nature in Chriſt was a real 
part of Humanity. 

I have conſider'd his pretended Proofs, and perceive that 
a deceived Heart hath turn'd him aſide, and that his taking 
the Divine Nature of Chriſt for a Creature, and compoſing 
a Chriſt of that Creature, and a fleſhy part; he hath in- 
terpreted thoſe Scriptures that ſpeak of Chriſt as God and 
Man, of that Idol of his own Brain, And ſo Acts z. 15. 
And kill'd the Prince of Life, whom God raiſed from the | 
dead. Here, faith he, the Prince of Life, or the Word, 
or Son of God, is ſaid to be kill'd, and not another Be-. 
: ing to which he was united, but himſelf the Prince of WM i 

. | | 
9811 anſwer, If we underſtand by the Prince of Life the 
eternal Son of God, then our Anſwer is, That he was 
kill'd in his human Nature, And ſo may all thoſe Scrip- 
tures be interpreted, where Chriſt is ſaid to die, to be cru- 
cify'd, to riſe from the dead; that being attributed to the 
Perſon, that was done by, or to, either Nature. 

Or we may by the Prince of Life underſtand the human 
Nature, the Man Chriſt; who from his perſonal Union 
with the Deity, the Fountain of Life, and by his purcha- 
ſing and beſtowing eternal Life on all Believers, may very 
well be call'd the Prince of Life. | 

Indeed the Humanity of Chriſt, by virtue of its Union 
with the Godhead of the Son, is infinitely more glorious 
than the Chriſt he ſets forth: which, for want of ſuch a 
Union, is infinitely beneath him. 

It would be loſs of time to refute particularly all the 
perverſe [nterpretations of Scripture, that he hath in that 
Book ſuggeſted. A ſhorter way will be, to prove that that 
Perſon he calls Chriſt was not a Man; nor could poſſibly be 
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a Man, under the Characters he gives of him. And not 
being a Man, he cannot be the Chriſt; becauſe the Scri 
tures every where witneſs that Chriſt was a Man, made 
like unto us in all things, Sin only excepted. TTY by 
Firſt, Mr. Chubb tells us the Divine Nature in our Saviour 
was not united to the intire Humanity. ff: | 
Here it is neceſſary to carry this in our minds, that by 
the Divine Nature, a Creature, whom he calls the Son of 
God, is by him intended, This created Being, he faith, 
took a fleſhy part, and was united to it; but denies it was 
united to the intire Humanity, Now from his own Con- 
feſſion we have it, that the fleſhy part is not the intire Hu- 
_ : this his Confeſſion ought carefully to be remem- 
red. | | 
S Secondly, he tells us, That this Divine Creature, before 
united to a fleſhy part, was no part of a Man. Now here 
are two things united z, a Divine Creature that is no part of 
human Nature, and a fleſhy part which is not intire human 
Nature: and the Union of theſe he affirms is a Man, but 
J pu his bare Affirmation in place of Proof. If we will give 
him credit, we may call it with him a Man; but I fancy 
8 ſuch as can exerciſe their Underſtanding about it, will as 
ſoon believe that the Moon is made of a green Cheeſe, 
= The Divine Word (faith he) when conſider'd alone, 
even when join'd to the fleſhy part, was but a part o 
Humanity; and before it was join'd to the bodily or 


aS 

p- fleſhy ors it was no part of Humanity.” pag. 48. But 
u- this we ſay, that when it was join'd to the fleſhy part, it 
he was a whole Man; and his Affirmation you muſt take for 


Truth, for he cannot prove what he ſaith. But he is in the 
Chair now, and you muſt take his Tpſe dixit. 
He tells us, That the Divine Creature, before Union to 


na- feſny part, was no part of a Man , but when united to a 
y elhy part, it was in place of a Soul, and was that in the 


tag of Chrift, which the rational Spirit is in all other 
ous Here I have learnt one Arian Myſtery, to wit, that hu- 
h a rw Nature, is divided into two Species: one is, that of 
= Divine Creature united to a fleſhy part; and doing the 

the Offices of the Soul to the fleſhy part; which Mr. Chabb faith 
hat true Man; the other of a human Soul join'd to a fleſhy 
hat e's as in all other Men. But the difficulty is, to recon- 
My former Species, which, is Mr. Chubb's Chriſt, to 

t the Scripture faith of 8 to wit, that he was #mdde 

2 likb 
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like unto us in all things, Sin only excepted. And ſure our 
Souls are not ſuper-angelical Creatures; therefore Mr. Chubb's 
_ Chriſt is not like unto us. Let we then Mr, Chubb's Chriſt 
paſs for a falſe Chriſt, an Antichriſt, or Idol, becanſe not 
of like Nature with us, as the Scripture faith that the true 
Chrift is, 

© But, faith he, the Divine Word it ſelf is a part of Hu- 
© manity, by being that in the Perſon of Chrift, which the 
© rational pou is in all other Men.” 

Anſm. Mr, Chubb can't fay it is metamorphoſed into a 
Soul, but that it doth the Offices of a Soul; that is, it en- 
livens and actuates the Body. 

Secondly, According to Mr. Chubb, if an Angel, or higheſt 
Order of created Beings, do enliven and actuate a fleſhy 
part, preſently there exiſts a Man : for ſo he faith of his 
Chriſt, that the Divine Word join'd to a fleſhy part is a 
Man. But I think it not fafe to take things of ſo great mo- 
ment as this is upon truſt, for fear I ſhould embrace an 
Idol, inſtead of the Son of God the Saviour. | 

Mr. Chubb affirms many things, but proves nothing : 
therefore 1 may juſtly doubt of the Truth of what he faith, 
And I would ask Mr. Chubb, whether if a good Angel 
mould actuate a fleſhy part, he would be a Man. I know 
he will affirm it, for he faith in one place, That whatever 
rational Spirit actuates a fleſhy part, it becomes a Man, 
Suppole then an evil Angel actuate a fleſhy part, would he 
be a Man? Mr. Chubb muſt grant it, becauſe a Devil is 4 
rational Spirit: And yet let Mr. Chubb fay what he will, 
not one of ten thouſand but would ſay it was not a Man, 

but a Devil, and would call it according to the ſuperior 
Nature. =» | 

What then can Mr. Chubb's Chriſt be, when a ſuper- 
angelical Creature acts a fleſhy part? Will it be a Man! 
No, it hath no human Soul. Will it be an embody'd An- 
gel? No, the ſuperior part is ſuppos'd to be a Species . 
bove it. Well then, let ſome other give it a Name, for | 
— AE except I ſhould call it a Phantom of an Ari 

rain. 5 

But my Thoughts running upon this thing, a Doubt ariſe: 
in my Mind, whether any created rational Spirit, fave 1 
human Soul, can poſſibly be vitally, united to a human Body: 
We ſay indeed all things are poſſible to God, and I oppoſe 


not his erde re but ſpeak in reſpect of the Power 
I 


communicated to their ſeveral Natures. 
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Tis not a Spirit's moving a Body, ſpeaking in a Body, 
that can argue the Spirit that doth ſo, to be vitally united 
to that Body; witneſs the Demoniack in the Goſpel, that 
had the Legion; witneſs Mary Magdalen, ont of whom 
= were caſt ſeven Devils; and: af other Poſſeſſions that we 
read of, where the Devils ſpake in the Poſſeſſed. Yet were 
they not vitally united to thoſe Bodies, for then the Poſ- 
ſeſſed and the evil Spirit would have been but one Perſon. 
Now ſeeing no Inſtance in Nature, from the beginning of 
the World to this day, can be given of any rational Spirit 
= vitally united to a human Body, fave a human Soul; how 
= doth Mr. Chubb know it can be? Or that whatever ratio- 
nal: Spirit actuates a fleſhy part, will conſtitate a Man? 

Mr. Chubb pretends a fingle Inſtance indeed of a Crea- 
ture of a Divine Nature united to a fleſhy part, which he 
= affirms was a Man: but he cannot prove that any ſuch 
Creature ever was; or that any ſuch Creature, if it were, 
was ever vitally united to a human Body: or if ſuch a Com- 
poſitum were, he cannot prove it a Man, much leſs the 
Saviour of the World. And is it reaſonable we ſhould 


venture our Salvation on ſuch Uncertainties, nay on ſuch 
e apparent Falſities? . 
Mr. Chubb introduces a high created God, exiſt ing in that 
er £ Nature (as he faith) before the World, uniting himſelf to 
n. a fleſhy part; and can offer nothing for it, but Scriptures 
he that ſay nothing to it: and 1 challenge him to give but 
one 2 Proof of this thing. 2 
ib The human Soul is created with the Body, and by the 
am great Creator made apt. to uſe the Body as its Inſtrument; 
10! yea, every part of the Body is of uſe to the Soul: and tho 

I don't know how I think, yet if ſome Parts be diſorder'd, 
_ we loſe all our Senſations, f 
an! And JI very much doubt, whether an Angel can enliven 
An- all Parts of the Body, and uſe them as the human Soul 
1 | doth, However, no Diſorder in the bodily Parts, nay not 


even Death, can hinder an Angel from ſpeaking and reaſon» 
ing in a Body, 5 

But to come a little nearer to Mr. Chubb's Caſe, he affirms 
ſuch a Divine Creature united to himſelf a Body of Fleſh, 
and ſo became a Man. Then I fay, he changed his Species 
of Being, which no Creature can poſſibly do. Every Crea- 
ture maſt be of that kind in which he was created, and 


therefore this Divine Creature he ſpeaks of, could not leave 
that Nature, and put on another Nature; therefore he 
D 3 could 
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could not become a Man: therefore Mr. Chubb's Chriſt is 
not the Chriſt ſet forth to us in the Scriptures. | 

Can Angels put on the Natvre of Men, or Men the Na- 
ture of Brutes, (I ſpeak not of bratiſh Actions) or Brates | 
any way change their Species? Doth not every Creature 
keep its own Species intire? Why then doth Mr, Chubb im- 
poſe 12 us, to believe what was never done, nor can be 
done 
Mir. Chubb, it may be, will ſay this Divine Creature 
made the World, Angels, Men, and all Creatures, and up- 
holds all things. Indeed Mr. Chubb tells of wonderful things, 
if true; and I ſhould call ſuch a Being the moſt high God, 
and revere and adore him as ſuch, let Mr, Chubb call him 
what he will. But am arguing on ſuppoſition that ſuch a 
Creature was, and on that bottom I would anſwer, becauſe 
he is a Creature he did not make himſelf, nor was able to 
transform himſelf ro another Species of Being : which he 
muſt do, if he became à part of Man, as Mr. Chubb aſſures 
us he did. Tho I wonder how he came by ſuch profound 
Knowledge, even to declare things that never were, nor 
according to the divine Government of the World never 
can be done- 
- © Beſides, could that divine Creature leave that Order of 
Being wherein he was created, then all thoſe diſtinguiſhing 
Excellencies, wherein ſuch a Perſon was exalted above all 
other Creatures, mult be put off; and then it would not be 
himſelf united to a fleſhy part, but ſome leſs glorious Crea- 
ture: and what that would be, Mr. Chubb muſt fay, for he 
is beſt acquainted with theſe Myſteries ; but I am ſure he 
could not be a Man, without he became a human Soul, 
And becauſe Mr. Chubb's Chriſt had not a human Soul, 
therefore the Compoſitum was not a Man. __ 
But Mr. Chubb don't mean, that thoſe Excellencies of 
Nature were taken from that Divine Perſon (ke feigns) when 
he faith he took on him human Nature. And indeed if it 
were another Nature, when united to the fleſhy part, than 
what it was before, he could not be ſaid to take on him 
human Nature, but another Nature or Perſon muſt be ſaid 
| to do it, He only faith, as in his Note, p. 6, 7. That 
* when Chrilt took on him human Nature, or the Nature 
© of Man, or the like, that he means no more than that he 
became Man, | e ef-1 | 

From whence I infer, that the fleſhy part (in Mr. Chubb's 
eſteem) is the Whole of Man's Nature; and that = this 
on ivine 
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Divine Creature's becoming Man he loſt his Divine Nature. 
And it muſt be fo, becauſe he ſtill denies two Natures in 
Chriſt, and now affirms his Chriſt to be a Man, that is, I 
hope, to have the human Nature; but the divine Nature 
and the human are two different Natures : If he have the 
latter, as he muſt if he be a Man, then he mult have two 
2 £7 Natures, or not have the divine. And here we ſhall have 
the Prince of Life without a divine Nature, a God ſuffer- 
© ing and dying without a Godlike Nature. I appeal to all 
Men now, whether I do juſtice to Mr. Chubb in this or not. 

But notwithſtanding what may be rationally inferred 
from Mr. Chubb's words, he don't mean that he ceaſed to 


be a divine Perſon when he took a fleſhy part, and became 


a a Man as he faith. 

e But on the other hand I muſt ſay, If that divine Crea- 
o | ture become one with a fleſhy part, ſo as to conſtitute one 
e pPerſon, that Perſon could not be a Man: for the Perſonali- 


s ty muſt follow the ſuperior Nature, and ſo it would be a 
d ſuperangelical or heavenly Creature embodied, but by no 
means would it be a Man. 
But Mr. Chubb will have his Chriſt a real Man, without 
© a Soul. And I wonder what Mankind will ſay of this! A 
Man without a Soul! It is ſtrange ! But what can I do? 
Mr. Chubb will have it ſo ; and Men, under the power of 
11 : Satan's Deluſion, may believe it ſo. He that can believe 
de that Chriſt was not united to our whole Nature, how can 
a- he believe he can ſave our whole Nature? Did he redeem | 
ie more than he did aſſume ? Why then did he not redeem 
Angels? 
al. 9 Chriſt took not hold of Angels, therefore was not their 
11, Redee mer; if therefore he took not hold of human Souls, 

it he had not a human Soul, he had no Soul-Sufferings, and 
of therefore could not be the Redeemer of Souls. 
en O how abominable is that Doctrine, from which ſuch 
it MW Conſequences, utterly deſtructive of the Chriſtian Reli- 
an Lion, are naturally drawn! 
m If Mr. Chubb ſays, the Divine Nature was inſtead of the 
id Soul, and that the Divine Nature ſuffer'd, then I fay ſuch a 
at Nature ſhould be redeem'd, but human Souls could not, if 
he : _ had not a Soul ; for without a Soul he would not be 

@ an, | | by” 1 

Mr, Chubb ſpeaking from thoſe words, Luke 2. 40, 52. 

% Mid the Child Soon and waxed ftrong in the Spirit, 8. 5 
his Path the following words: 
ne D 4 © That 
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© That all ſpiritual Beings which are cloth'd with Fleſh, 
© by being united to, and acting in and by a fleſhy Body, 
© their Acts and Operations are more or leſs perfect, as the 
© bodily Organs are more or leſs ſo which they act in and 
by, &c. 

This agrees well enough with onr Hypotheſis, that Chriſt 
had a human Soul, united to a haman Body ; and fo ac- 
cording as his bodily Organs were perfected, he is ſaid to 
increaſe in Wiſdom ; which proves him a true and real Man, 

Mr. Cyubs's Chriſt he affirms to be a glorious Creature, 
united to a fleſhy part, acting in and by bodily Organs. 
Now it ſomething be in Scripture. attributed to Chriſt, 
that cannot agree to this Creature acting in and by bodily 
Organs; then it follows of neceſſity, that this Creature 
cannot he the true Chriſt, | 

Now it was attributed to the true Chriſt, that he knew 
Mens Thoughts: Mat. 12, 25. And Feſus knew their Thoughts. 
Mat. g. 24. Jeſus knowing their Thoughts, ſaid, Luke F. 22. 
and many other Places, where Jeſus is ſaid to know and 
perceive their Thoughts. And, Rev. 2. 23. he faith, He 
ſearcheth the Hearts, &c. 

But how doth this agree with what Mr, Chubb here 
ſaith, That the moſt high ſpiritual Being (intending a 
Creature which he calls the Son of God) when acting 
© in and by a fleſhy Body, have their Operations more or 
© leſs perfect, as the bodily Organs are more or leſs ſo? 

But what perfection of bodily Organs is required, to do 
that by them that no created Spirit can do without them? 
How our Spirits think by bodily Organs, is a Secret to 
me. How we reaſon by bodily Organs, I know not; but 
for a created _—_ to tell the Thoughts of others by bodi- 
ly Organs, is the greateſt Myſtery of all. 

How can a Spirit united to Fleſh, in the Exerciſe of bo- 
dily Organs, do that which no created Spirit can do in its 
moſt free and unbodied State? And if no created Spirit in 
its unbodied State can know the Thoughts of thoſe of their 
own Species, or thoſe of inferior Species to them, how 
can it, in the exerciſe of bodily Organs, make an Approach 
ſo near our Spirits, as to know our Thoughts? Yea, how 
can they know the Thoughts of all Men; yea, of all An- 
gels? Now the Diſciples, John 16. 30. teſtified of the true 
Chriſt, that he knew all things. He is ſaid to ſearch the 
Heart, to perceive in himſelf, and to know in himſelf the 
Thoughts of others; Which argues ſuch a Union with das 
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others, as none but hath, and this proves him to be 
eſſentially God; for no Creature can be ſuſceptible of in- 
finite Knowledge, becauſe finite cannot comprehend infi- 


T nite, If Chriſt knew in himſelf what the Thoughts of 


Men were, he knew itas God, even in his own Will, with- 


out whoſe Concurſe no Creature can think. Let Mr, Chubb 


ſay, whether his Chriſt could know all things done in 
Heaven and Earth in himſelf ; and 3 now in 


| can know 
all things done in the World in himſelf, or can be recepti- 


ble of infinite Knowledge and Power, 

Jever thought that God alone knew all things; that he 
only that made the Soul, and communicates Power and 
Action to all its Faculties, and fo was nearer to us than we 
are to our ſelves, without whom we could not ſo much as 
think; did only know our Thoughts, I mean independently 
in himſelf, 

If Mr. Chubb ſays, the Chriſt that he ſpeaks of was the 
Father's Agent in creating Men and Angels, and therefore 


may know what is in Man: 


| anſwer, I have prov'd before, that no Creature can be 
the Father's Agent in Creation-work, and that it is wholly 
impoſſible, Creation being the immediate Effect of the 
Divine Will, there is no room for an Agent to interpoſe ; 
Nor can infinite Wiſdom and Power be ſeated in any crea- 


ted Mind, which becauſe created, is finite and limited; 
and therefore the moſt exalted Creature can neither cre- 
ate, nor know the Thoughts of Angels and Men, And fur- 
ther, no limited Nature can move and put forth all Crea- 


tures to their own Acts, and therefore cannot know their 


| Thoughts; and if the moſt ſublime Creature cannot do this 


in his pure Naturals, how can he do it when clogged with 
a Body, and exercileth all his Powers by bodily Organs ? 

[ have been ſhewing that Mr. Chubb's Chriſt is not the 
true Chriſt, becauſe not a true Man: But becayſe Mr. Chubb 
is ſo confident of his Aſſertion, and that his Chriſt is a true 
Man, tho the Compoſitum was a Divine Creature joined 
with a fleſhy part; and would juſtify his Aſſertion, becauſe 
the Angels appearing to Abraham and Lot, ate in the Scrip- 
ture alſo called Men: METS ES 

To this I return this Anſwer, That the Scripture doth 
notalways declare the nature of things, but calleth them 

that name, as we our ſelves would call them, accommo- 
dating the Expreſſion tg outward Appearance, S0 * 
Renn Ap * 


.. qe.” 


man Nature, becauſe he had not a human Soul: the Union 


Chubb, that a fleſhy part, that never was united to a hu- 
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it faith, that the Sun ſt ood ftill in the days of Joſhua; if he 
will conſult Mr. W——to, or any note Mathematician, 
they will tell him that the Expreſſion was but an Accom- 
modation to the then Apprehenſions of Men, who judge 
moſtly according to Appearance. 272 

But Mr. Chubb, in his 49th pag. laſt Lines, faith, © Here 
© we ſee Angels and Men in the ſame Perſons, at the ſame 


If fo, Mr. Chubb muſt allow two Natures in the ſame 
Perſons, at the ſame time, becauſe he will have theſe An- 
gels united to a fleſhy part. And yet when he faith the 
Divine Word or Superangelical Nature was united to a 
fleſhy part, he doth not ſay it was a ſuperangelical Perſon 
and a Man that was ſo united; but only faith, when fo uni- 
ted he was a Man, and denies his ſuperangelical Nature and 
human Nature to be two diſtin Natures united in one 
Perſon. 

But this is my Comfort, Mr. Chubb's Denials or Affirma- 
tions alter not the nature of things: For ſeeing human Na- 
ture can ſubſiſt in no Perſon, but ſuch a one as hath a human 
Soul and Body ; and Mr, Chubb's Chriſt, or God, as he 
calls him, was a Creature of a Nature different from hu- 
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of ſuch a Creature with a fleſhy part could not conſtitute 
a Man, therefore Mr, Chubb's Chriſt is not the true Chriſt 
our Saviour. | 

That theſe Angels did appear to Abraham and Lot as Men, 
is plain; but I never read of any that did affirm, that An- 
gels, appearing in the Likeneſs of Men, were really Men : 
For it may as well be ſaid that evil Angels, appearing in 
the Likeneſs of Men, are really Men, tho molt Men, not- 
withſtanding their Appearance, will call them Devils. 

But ſeeing Mr. Chubb, againit all Reaſon, will have theſe 
Angels to be Men and Angels at the ſame time: I demand, 
when the Angels aſcended to Heaven, whether the Men 
went with them? If fo, there was a human Nature al- 
cended to Heaven before Chriſt's. a 

But Mr. Chubb did not think theſe Angels to be really 
Men, but by uniting to themſelves a fleſny part, they were 
juſt ſuch Men as his Chriſt is; that is, Men without a Soul, 
Men with nothing of Humanity in them. For I tell Mr. 
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man Soul, and conſequently never related to it, is not any 
part of human Nature; and this I take to be a ſelf-evident 
1 5 | Principle, 
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Principle. And therefore I tell Mr. Chubb, now it is npon 
my mind, that the fleſhy part of theſe Angels could never 
have been related to human Nature, becauſe not produced 
by human Nature. Nor could they be produced by human 
Nature, except they had took the Bodies of dead Men, 
which 1 don't think Mr. Chubb believes they did. Where 
now are Mr. Chubb's Angels and Men in one Perſon ? 
But, faith he, they were really Men, for they had real 
living Bodies that did eat in Abraham's light. OG ke 
But Mr. Chubb cannot be certain of this, for they might 
be aerial Bodies, they might be dead Bodies, or Bodies of 
dead Men; it might be ſome other prepared Vehicle, to 
ſerve this preſent Providence : which ever it was, they could 
not be Men; for, as I ſaid, a Body ated by an Angel, with- 
out a human Soul, is not a Man, but an embodied Angel, 
And their ſeeming to eat, proves them not Men, nor yet 
to have living human Bodies; and I cannot but think that 
Mr. Chubb hath read or heard how Mens Eyes have been de- 
ceived in appearances of Spirits. 
It is enough for us to believe, that Abraham thought 
they were Men, and that by ſo appearing they made them- 
ſelves familiar to him, And I ſuppoſe never any holy Angel 
appeared to any holy Men, but they appeared as Men *. 
Mr. Chubb's Argument is, that a rational Spirit united to, 
or acting a fleſhy part, is a Man: So that the Angel muſt 
loſe his angelical Nature, as Mr, Chubb's Chriſt loſt his di- 
vine Nature, by being united to. a fleſhy part; for Mr. 
Chubb affirms, that the divine Nature became part of the 
human, and, as united, was a Man, after the ſame rate 
theſe Angels became part of the Men. 
demand therefore, when the Angel ſpake in Balaam's 
| AS, whether by uſing the fleſhy Organs, he did conſtitute 
| aPerſon? Tam willing, if I could, to beat Mr. Chubb out 
of this ridiculous Conceit : For if an Angel exerciſe the 
Organs of an Aſs, he will be as much an Afs, as an Angel 
Eexerciſing the fleſhy part of a Man is a Man. 


—_ 


* Texcept 2 Kings 6. 19, where the Angels appeared to Eliſha's Ser- 
yant on the Mountain, as Horſes of Fire and Chariots of Fire, round 
about Eliſha ; This Mr. Toogood*s Manuſcript put me in mind of, 
And it proves. what I before aſſerted, that the Scripture ſpeaks of 
things as they appear to Men, and not always as in their own Nature. 
Will Mr. Chubb now affirm that theſe Angels were real Horſes? and 


* may with as much Reaſon, as that the Angels that appeared to 
Abraham and Lot were Aen. 1 5 
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What can Mr. Chubb offer againſt this Parallel? If this 


exalted creating Creature, which he calls Chriſt, when uni- 


ted to a fieſhy part, is ſo debaſed as to become a Man, 4 
beneath himſelf conſidered as Creator, 
which Mr. Chubb affirms he was; why ſhould not the Angel 


Creature infinitely 


united to Balaam's Als, and actuating it, become a real Aſs ? 
cannot render Mr. Chubb's Aſſertions ridiculous enough, 
All that he can fay againſt this Parallel, is, that his Chriſt 
was Yeally united to human Fleſh, ſo as to conſtitute one 
Perſon, not denominated after the ſaperior Nature but in- 
ferior : But the Angel was not perſonally united to Ba- 
laam's Aſs, I anſwer, but it was poſſible, and upon a Sup- 
polition that it had been fo, the Angel, according to Mr. 
Chubb, muſt have been denominated from the inferior Na- 
ture, and muſt have been no more an Angel but an Af. 
And if Mr. Chubb can ſee the Unreaſonableneſs of the latter 
Appellation, why cannot he ſee the fame of the former? 
for in very Deed the former would have been a glorious 
Creature embodied, and not a Man; and the latter an em- 
bodied Angel, and not an Aſs, 

Bat I will follow Mr. Chubb : There came two Angels to 
Sodom at Even, Gen. 19. where they are expreſly called 
Angels by the Hiſtorian, and yet the ſame Hiſtorian calleth 

them Men three times; and that they were ſo, appeareth 
from thoſe viſible living ſenſible Bodies they appeared in: 
Ver. 10. And the Men put forth their hands, and pulled Lot 
into the Houſe to them, and ſhut the Door. Ver. 16. Whilſt 
he lingred, the Men laid hold of his hand. 

Hence he concludes, that a Man is made up of a fleſhy 
part, united to and animated by a rational Spirit. True, 
if the rational Spirit be a human Soul, but not elſe: no- 
thing but a Soul and Body conſtitute a Man. . 

But, faith he, whatever Species or kind of Spirit it is, 
F that is united to a fleſhy part, when ſo united, is a Man, 
£ tho more than a Man,” , 

It cannot enter into my Thoughts, that Mr. Chubb thinks 
this to be true. It muſt needs be, that he knows otherwiſe ; 
but having eſpouſed the Arian Doctrine, he baulks at no- 
thing to defend it : and if it take with ſome, and make Pro- 
ſelytes, he hath his end. | 
O what a terrible thing it is to be given up to a hard 
Heart and ſeared Conſcience | I never thought to meet 
with ſuch Blindneſs in a rational Creature, as I have met 
with here, 
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Mr. Chubb. affirms, that whatever Species, or Kind of 
Spirit it is, that is united to a fleſhy part, when ſo united, 
is a Man. INDE | 
F Let us conſider now what different Species there are of 

Spirits. Mr. Chubb enumerates three, as may be ſeen in 


= 


$ pag. 14. as Human, Angelical, and what he calls Divine; 
all acknowledged to be Creatures, all acknowledged to be 
of different Species, as will appear thus: The divine Crea- 
ture, which he calls Chriſt, differs from angelical and hu- 
man Spirits; as is the difference between Creator and Crea- 
ture: for he faith, that that Divine Creature was the Cre- 
= ator of all things. 

"| Human Souls are created with an Inclination to a Body, 
. ſo are not Angels. That Angels are not created with an 
- © Jnclination to a Body, appears becauſe they have no Bo- 
r 

? 


dies; and if they had ſuch Inclination, they could not be 
happy, becauſe they would have Deſires unſatisfy'd. 
7 hat human Souls are created with an Inclination to a 
N Body, appears from the Abhorrency that is in them to a 
* 9 Separation from them. How loth is the Soul to leave the 
; Body ? How pleaſed with the thought of a Reunion at the 
q Reſurrection? 
And that Souls and Angels are different Species, we may 
!earn from the words of the Apoſtle ; where he faith, That 
* Chriſt took not on him the Nature of Angels, but the Seed of 
| 


„ Abraham. Therefore Men and Angels are a different Spe- 
+ cies of rational Spirits. 


Z Now ſeeing human Souls, Angels, and the ſpiritual Being 

be calls the Son, are all rational Spirits, and differ in ſpecie 

y or kind one from another; theſe reſpectively united to a 
2 * 


fleſhy part, muſt exiſt three different and diſtin Compo- 
ſitums, as far different from each other, as is the reſpective 
rational Nature united to the fleſhy part; and have nothing 
in common to them all, but the flethy part. In their very 
rational Natures there is a difference allow'd to be in ſpecie. 
Thus the human Soul (the loweſt Species of rational Spi- 
rits) being united to a fleſhy part, the Compoſitum is a Man; 


% and nothing in Nature but a human Soul and Body can con- 

1 ſtitute a Man. That this is true, I appeal to the common 
Senſe of Mankind. 

4 Thus a rational Spirit, ſuperior to the human Soul, to 

1 wit an Angel, being united to a fleſhy part, (ay a human 


Body) muſt conſtitute a Compoſitum ſuperior to Man; as 
the Angel is ſuperior to the Soul, and could in no ay 
| call'd 
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call'd 4 Man, but muſt receive its Denomination from the 

"ſuperior Nature, and be call'd an embody'd or incarMte An- 
gel. But if a rational Spirit ſuperior to Angels, infinitely 
above them, here ſuppos'd a Creator of them, (underſtand 
it of a Creature) if lach a Creature were united to a fleſhy 
part, the Compoſitum would be as much different from 
the two former, as their rational Natures did differ, and 
would be neither Man nor Angel, 

Not that I think any ſuch Compoſitions as the two laſt 
ever were, but upon ſuppoſition that there were ſuch, the 
Compolitum would differ from a Man. 

How then is it poſlible, that whatſoever rational Spirit 
is united to a fleſhy part, when united to the fleſhy part, 
is a Man? | 

Sure nothing more ridiculous can be affirm'd; and they 
that will juſtify a thing ſo abhorrent to Reaſon as this, do 
manifeſt that they are judicially blinded, and given up to a 
hard Heart and reprobate Senſe, 

It I can't prevail on Mr. Chubb, I hope I may on others, 
leſs prejudiced againſt the Truth. 

J — then, I beſeech you in the Name of the Lord 

eſus. 

Mir. Chulb's Chriſt is compounded (according to him) of 
| the Creator of human Souls, and a fleſhy part. Now it 
| there be a difference between Creator and Creature, there 
mult be the ſame difference between them when united to a 
fleſhy part. And as great a diſtance as is between Creator 
and Creature, which indeed is infinite; ſo great a difference 
muſt there be, between the Creator when utiited to a 
fleſhy part, and the human Soul when united to a fleſhy 
art. But the latter, by the common Conſent of Mankind, 
is a Man: therefore I ftrongly conclude the former is not, 
cannot be ſo; but muſt differ as much as their ſuperior Na- 
tures differ that were ſo united: and nothing can be more 
evident than this, | | . 
Every Individual of human Nature, in reſpe& of their 
Nature, are equal: the human Nature of a King differs no- 
thing from human Nature in a Beggar. Now this is a Ma. 
thematical Axiom, viz. Take away equal things from equal 
things, the remainders are equal, Apply now this to the [n- 
dividuals of human Nature, and the Truth of human Na- 
ture will appear. Mr. Chubb and my (elf, as Men, conſi- 
der'd as Individuals of human Nature, are equal, Now 
ſuppoſe our conſtitutive Parts diflolved or diſunited, _ 
COT. 0 
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pur fleſhy Part taken away; what doth there then remain 
Wof us, fave to each a human Soul? which as to human Na- 
ture is equal. For as a Drop of Water is as truly Water, as 
ll the Water in the Sea; ſo one human Soul is as much a 
Shaman Sovl as another. 

Now Mr. Chubb ſuppoſes his Chriſt a true Man, and there- 
fore equally poſſeſſing human Nature with other Indivi- 
Iduals of human Nature, (for example, Mr. Chubb.) Now 
Wtake away the fleſhy par? from both, 'and there will re- 
; main a human Soul to Mr, Chubb; and to what he calls his 
Chriſt muſt remain what it was, before united to a fleſhy 
part, viz. the Son of God, a God, the Creator of Mr, C's 
Soul, (as he himſelf affirms:) and therefore the remainder 
not being equal, themſelves, before the fleſhy part was ſub- 
ſtracted, were not equal, But Mr. Chubb was a Man, and 
therefore Mr. Chubb's Chriſt was not a Man; which was to 
: be proved. 
What I have faid to prove the Perſon Mr. Chubb calls 
E Chriſt was not a Man, is ſufficient for all thoſe whom the 
Lord hath not deliver'd over to the Efficacy of Error. 
Mr. Chubb has heard the Truth preach'd very often, and 
E hath been taught from the antient Creeds read in their 
Churches, that Chriſt is the very Son of God, equal with 
the Father as fo his Divine Nature, inferior to the Father as 
touching his Manhood: and if he did conſider the Scrip- 
| tures he brings to prove Chriſt not to be God by Nature, 
he might ſee a ſweet Harmony and Conſent between them 
and the antient Creeds, | 

| But what ſhall I ſay ? Mr, Chubb hath not received the 
Truth in the Love of it, and ſeems to me to be given over 
to ſtrong Deluſions ; not only ſtrange, but ſtrong and effi- 
b acious Deluſions, to believe a Lye : And in the Hardneſs of 
„bis Heart ſets himſelf againſt the Son of God, to rob him 
of his Divinity, and the Churches of their Salvation; and 
e in place of the true Chriſt ſubſtitutes a Creature; and to 
elude thoſe Scriptures that ſet forth the Divinity of Chriſt, 
he affirms that this Creature he calls Chriſt, is a God alſo. 
And becauſe the true Chriſt, the eternal Son of God, cre- 
ated all things; he affirms the Creature - God he calls Chriſt, 
created all things, as an inferior Workman to the Father. 
And to confirm this Notion, he talks ef an impoſſible A- 
dency in this Creature; and, in ſhort, doth all he can to 
depoſe the Son of God from his Throne, and to render him 


« Mere Creature infinitely beneath what he is. Th 
us 
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Thus Mr. Chubb endeavours to ſet up Idolatry, and to 
bring in the Polytheiſm of the Gentiles. But as the Lord 
in the time of Conſtantius and Valens, Emperors of Rome, 
both Ar:ians, and when Arianiſim was in its meridian Glory, 
did ſtir up gracious, holy, and learned Men to oppoſe, and 
ſtem that Torrent of Hereſy, that then overtiiin the 
Chriſtian World; ſo it is to be hoped that he will ſtir up 
ſome learned Men to oppoſe now. 

Mr. Chubb's Piece is dedicated to the Clergy of the Church 
of England, and lies ſheltred as it were under their Pro- 
tection ;, and it amazes me, when I conſider that none of 
that Learned Body oppoſe themſelves in defence of their 
own Creeds and Religion. They, it may be, deſpiſe it; 
but if they confider how it did once prevail, the Danger 
will not appear contemptible: and I think it would be pro- 
per to oppoſe this Diſeaſe in the beginning, 

I that am but a Mechanick, have done what I thought 
proper; wherein I have been defective, I hope ſome or 
other will do better: And tho I know, or at leaſt am per- 
ſuaded, that great Maſters of Reaſon, as well as of Lan- 
guages, lie behind the curtain; yet I have not been diſcou- 
raged in this thing. | 

I return from this Digreſſion; and ſhall endeavour to 
render Arianiſm, as deliver'd by Mr. Chubb, in its proper 
colours, : 

I hinted ſomething above, that Chriſt took not hold of 
the Angelical Nature : but becauſe the Apoſtle ſaid he did 
not do it, it is very manifeſt he could have done it ; which, 
as 1 ſaid, proves that Angels and human Souls are different 
Species of rational Spirits, | 

It is manifeſt, that had the eternal Son of God took 
hold of the Angelical Nature, there would have been two 
Natures in one Perſon ;, to wit, the Divine and Angelical, 
And therefore becauſe from the Apoſtle's words he could 
have done it, the thing is poſlible, and carries no Abſurdity 
in the Notion of it. | 70s 

And becauſe it was poſſible for the Son to do it to the 
Angelical, it is poſſible for him to unite the human Nature 
to himſelf, as in our Chriſt. So that it appears, for the 
Godhead and Manhood to be united in one Perſon, is poſll- 
ble, and carries no Abſurdity in the Notion of it. 

And ſeeing the Scripture doth declare, that Chriſt is 
God, that he made all things, that he is the Lord of Hoſts; 
we conclude he is the eſſential Son of God, eternal and oo 

. a is equal. 
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equal. And becauſe the Scriptures do alſo abundantly de- 

clare that Chriſt is true Man, we then ſay that this Man- 
hood united to the Deity of the Son, is the Chriſt, the Sa- 
viour of the World, and that in his Perſon are two ratio- 
nal Natures: which Union, or Natures fo united, we ſay 
is the Object of our Faith, tho the Nature of it is not de- 
monſtrable by our Reaſon. When I fay we, I do not affix 
what I ſay as the words of any, for I have conſulted none 
about it; I only ſpeak my own Senſe, which I only muſt 
anſwer for, if any thing unworthy of that gldrious Object 
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: of our Faith hath ſlipt my Pen, | 

; Let us now ſee what Mr. Chubb's created God would have 

} been, if he had took hold of the Angelical Nature. And 

„ bere, 1 fay, muſt have been two rational Natures in one 
Perſon, to wit, the Divine and Angelical : and if what 


Mr. Chubb ſets up for God, be indeed the Son of God, we 
ke the thing poilible ; for elſe why ſhould the Apoſtle ay 
he did not do it, had it been impoſſible ? Let Mr. Chubb 
lay now, whether this Compoſitum would have been an 
Angel, and not God, or God and an Angel in one Perſon. 
If ſo, and this be poſlible, for what reaſon doth he deny 
that Chriſt is God and Man in one Perſon ? TTY 

have ſaid Mr. Chubb's God united to the Angelical Na- 
ture, would have been two rational Natures in one Perſon, 


of cho both ſuppoſed to be Creatures: and this the rather ap- 
-1 ears, becauſe this ſuppoſed Divinity muſt have been united 
h. Neo the whole Angelical Nature; for the Angels being Spi- 
at its, and not compounded of Parts, the Union muſt have 


deen of the whole Nature. We affirm the Son of God to 
ave took our whole Nature into Union with his Divine 
Ferſon, and ſo is both God and Man in one Perſon : and to 
this Perſon agrees whatever the Scripture affirms of Chriſt. _ 
but Mr, Chubb's created God, he affirms, was united to 
Fleſh only, and had no human Soul; and thence appears to 
be neither true God nor Man: and therefore is not the 
hriſt the Scriptures ſet forth, but an Idol of Mens Brain. 
Mr. Chubb would have a ſuperangelical Nature united to 
0 eſhy part, to become a Man: To manifeſt a little more 
* of this Notion, let the following Diſcourſe be con: 
and I demand of Mr. Chubb, whether between what he 
als Chriſt, and an Angel, there be not a far greater diſ- 
zude in their Natures, than is between an Angel and a 
"We, to wit, a Horſe. hr” mult fay, between the * 
there 
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be united to and actuate the fleſhy part of a Horſe, as the 


pollible. And to confirm what J have ſaid, let it be conſi 


there is the diſtance neceſſary between a Creator and his 
Creature, not ſo between an Angel and a Brute, 
Suppoſe we, that an Angel by the Power of God ſhould 


| 
animal Soul of a Horſe doth ; I demand whether the Com- 
poſitum (tho to human appearance he might ſeem a Horſe) ! 
| would therefore be a true Horſe ; and whether if Mr. Chubb 
ſhould call it a Horſe, it would prove it to be a Horſe; WW 
whether the Angel would be tally and truly a part of the a 
Brute, whoſe- Body he acted. What Mr, Chubb will ſay, IM" 
1 know not; but moſt Men would fay, if they did know l 
that an Angel did actuate that fleſhy part, and did ſee ef-“ 
fects agreeable thereto, that it was an Angel embody'd, MW <© 
that did exerciſe thoſe brutal Organs. That this Suppoſi- 
tion implies not any Contradiction, nor is impoſſible, ap- c 
pears, in that Angels can exerciſe the Organs of Brutes 5 
for an Angel ſpake in Balaam's Aſs. © 
Nor doth it appear, that by ſuch a Union the Angel A 
would loſe the Per fections of his Nature, but would till be “ 
an Angel, tho embody'd, and not a Brute. Therefore it ry 
follows, that Mr. Chubb's Chriſt, (if ſuch a Creature were, 5 
as by him deſcribed) by being united to a fleſhy part, would {MW | 
not loſe its ſuperangelical Perfection, and become a Man; 00 
but de a ſuperangelical Creature ſtill, tho embody'd : even MI" 
3 an Angel embody'd in a Brute, would not become a 1 
rute. | | 
[ have treated of, and feign'd Unions that never were, and 50 
it's like never will be, and ſpoke of them only as poſlible; e 
thence to prove Mr, Chubb's Chrilt only a feign'd thing. 4 
For a ſuperangelical created Perſon, who Mr. Chubb faith F 
created all things, by being united to a fleſhy part, to be- ler 
come a Man; is as great Nonſenſe and Abſurdity, as for 5 
an Angel actuating the Body of a Brute to become a Brute. C 1 
But Mr. Chubb affirms this ſuppos'd ſuperangelical Crea- Wl | 
ture to be the Father's Agent, and to uſe his Power in cre- n 
ating the World; which I have affirm'd before to be im- on 


.der'd, that it is infinitely more impoſſible for a Creature to 
ule God's Power, and apply it to act, than for a Creature 
to uſe its Fellow-Creatures Powers, or the Powers of in. 
ferior Creatures, and apply them to a& : And if the latter 
be impoſlible, much more the former. 

Now that an Angel cannot apply the Powers of a human 


Soul to act, is manifeſt from this, becauſe he cannot * 
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the Will: for every Man is maſter of his own Will. And 
it is the Judgment of many Divinzs, that the Will cannot 
be forced. Indeed if Angels, either good or bad, could 
force the Will, we ſhould be as Machines diſpos'd of at the 
pleaſure of ſuperior Nature. Therefore I conclude there is 
no Power in an Angel adapted either to compel our Will, 
or know our Thoughts: whatever Powers they have (they 
are indeed mighty Angels) they excel in Strength, but can- 
not invade the Powers of each other, or of inferior rational 
Nature, fave in a moral way: every Creature being ſo one 
with it ſelf, that it is a Self-mover, and its Powers are not 
compellable to act by any extraneous Creature. 

What Powers are in us, proportionated to move and 
exert the Powers of our Fellow-Creatures, either of the 
ſame or of an inferior Species? Truly, none at all. The 
Properties of every Creature are ſo ſhut up within them- 
ſelves, that we know 'em not, much leſs can exert them to 
act, except rational Powers in a moral way, and the irra- 
tional by outward Force; who when compell'd to move, 
. he manner how they effect their Motion is unknown to us, 
d cho done before our eyes, \ | 

If therefore Creatures of a ſuperior Species cannot exert 
the Powers of thoſe who are their Inferiors, what Power 
can they have over thoſe of a ſuperior Nature? 

What Power hath a Worm to move my Will? What 
Power hath a Man to act the Powers of an Angel? What 
ower then can a finite Creature, how excellent ſoever, 
awe over its Creator, to move his Will to act? For if 
the Will of God is the alone Creator of all things, what 
reated Agent can exert it, or uſe it as its Inſtrument? How 
rogatory is ſuch a Thought to the Divine Being? And 
hat Pride and Folly doth appear in ſuch Men, who treat 
nd peremptorily conclude of things no way proportionable 
their Underſtandings, and preſs on the credulous World 
er Truth, that of which they have no manner of Concep- 
bn? If this be not as lay, let Mr. Chubb ſhew how a 
Baue can receive and uſe creative Power; or that it is 
Ale for God to uſe and work by ſuch a Creature, in 
Hung the World. If he do not theſe, let him acknow- 
e he hath utter'd things he underſtood not, and treated 
ings too high for him. | 
OA deen led to treat of complicated Species, that never 
tom Mr. Chubb's Inſtance of Angels that appear'd to 
; am and Lot, by him affirm'd to be both Angels and 
E 2 Men, 


— 
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Men, I have endeavour'd to manifeſt the Abſurdity of ſuch 
a Notion, and have ſhew'd that the Holy Spirit in the Scrip- 
ture accommodates Expreſſions to our Senſations ; and 
that from thence we cannot conclude, that Angels that ap- 
pear'd in human ſhape, both at the Birth, Reſurrection, and 
Aſcenſion of Chriſt, were very Men, Indeed I think that 
good Angels never appear to Men for their Inſtruction, in 
any other ſave a human Form; as being moſt familiar to 
us, and leaſt affrighting to our Nature: and that if their 
ſuperior Nature ſhould not be ſo hid from us, we ſhould 
not be well able to bear their Preſence. 

A Multitude of Queſtions I might ask Mr. Chubb on this 
Theſis: as firſt, If theſe Angels appearing to Abraham and 
Lot were Men, whether they were good Men? Whether 
the Men had Souls diſtin& from the Angelical Nature? Or 
whether the Angels were 'in place of human Souls? And if 
ſo, how they could be Men? How they could be call'd 
Men, ſeeing the Denomination muſt be taken from the ſu- 
perior Nature? 
| Now {ſeeing human Nature ſubſiſts rather in the Soul than 
in the Body, for tis the Soul is the human Perſon, when ſe— 
parate from the Body; and the Body, when ſeparate from 
the Soul, hath not human Nature annex'd to it; tho it 
have a relation to human Nature, being the Body of ſuch a 

Man: therefore human Nature cannot ſubſiſt in any Sin- 
gular, where there is not a human Soul. 

Therefore Mr. Chubb faith not the truth, when he ſaith, 
That whatſoever Species of rational Spirits are united to 2 WM: 
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fleſhy part, when united is a Man: a Propoſition that will . 
be exploded by all the unprejudiced Individuals of human dr 
Nature. vid 


For then a Devil united to a fleſhy part wonld be a Man; | 
and Mr. Chubb ſpeaking to ſuch a Creature, muſt call him tr 
Brother Devil: for if he be a Man, he muſt be of kin tober! 

Humanity. But we diſclaim ſuch a Man to be of kin to us; Uk. 
Mr. Chubb may own the Relation if he pleaſe. | 

But for my part, I ſhould not call ſuch a Compoſitum .! 
Man, but an incarnate Devil; the A peltation being to fol- 
low the moſt noble Nature, as to be ſure the Anigelicat is. 

It is the ſame on the other hand, if a good Angel ſhoulc 
be united to a fleſhy part, it muſt be call'd an incarnate A! 


gel, but in no ſenſe a Man, becauſe the ſuperior Nature 33 
not the human. 
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So if a ſuperangelical Perſon (as ſappoſe the Creature 
Mr. Chubb calls Chriſt) was vitally united to a fleſhy part, 
it might be ſaid to be incarnate, but not to be a Man, be- 
cauſe it was not a human Soul that was ſo united. And I 
appeal from Mr. Chubb's Affirmation to the common Senſe of 
Mankind, for a definitive Sentence. 
Further, if theſe Angels Mr. Chubb ſpeaks of (and ſaith 
were Men and Angels in one Perſon) were not vitally uni- 
ted to thoſe human Bodies, then they could not compoſe 
one Perſon with the Angel that reſpectively actuated them. 
If they did, then their Separation from thoſe Bodies maſt 
be the Death of the ſuppoſed Perſon ; and that could not 
be, without great grief and torment to the Angel that en- 
livened thoſe Bodies : as Mr. Chubb confeſſes of his Chriſt, 
that the Son of God himſelf ſuffer'd on the Diſſolution and 
Death of his Body. And then theſe Angels, on the Death 
or Separation of theſe Bodies, ſuffer'd great Torments 
for a vital Union cannot be diſſolv'd without Pain, and the 
u- Body being mere Matter cannot ſuffer any) without any 

previous Fault, which is inconſiſtent with divine Goodneſs, 

an If to avoid theſe Abſurdities Mr. Chubb fay, the Men went 
ſe- to Heaven in union with the Angels; I ſhall only ſay, they 
m carry'd a new Species of Being to Heaven, to wit, a Man and 
it in Angel in one Perſon z which were never there before, 
120 far as I know. © | | 
in- The Angel that appear'd to Manoah, is ſeveral times call'd 
a Man, acts as a Man; yet he aſcends in the Flame, and 

th, Wo diſcover'd himſelf to be an Angel. If he were alſo a 
Man, what became of his Manhood? 
So the Angel that appear'd to David with his Sword 
drawn, muſt needs appear in ſome ſenſible Form, or Da- 
vid could not have ſeen him: Doth it follow he was a Man? 
Theſe things I mention, that it may be conſider'd what 
Straus Mr, Chubb-graſps at to uphold his Caule ; which ut- 
trly ſinks, if he cannot prove his Chriſt to be a true Man: 
Which he, nor all the Men on earth can ever do, from his 
onceſſions. yon 
L ſhall ſay no more under this his fifth Argument, and 
what I have ſaid under this ſo largely, my Work will 
e ſnortned in the following. e 
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Mr. Chubb's ſixth Argument, to prove the Superiority of 
the Father, runs thus: | 


Tis the Son's expreſs Declaration in this matter, Viz. That 
he is inferior and ſubordinate to the Father; and we think hi 
Teftimony is a ſufficient Foundation for our Faith to reſt upon: 
and e that he is in himſelf, what he hath declared 
himſelf to be, and that the Father alone is the Supreme God, 


I anſwer, Mr. Chubb well knew, that we ſay the Son is 
both God and Man in one Perſon ; and that in reſpect of 
his Manhood, he is our Mediator, and inferior to the Fx 
ther: and what he declares himſelf to be, we ſay it was 
only in this reſpect he gave his Teſtimony, and we b-lieve 
his Teſtimony, And if Mr, Chubb would have preſed us, 
he ſhould have proved that the Son our Lord ſeſus Chiiſt 
was not the co-eſſential Son of God, but a Creature only ; 
which he hath not done by any Scripture Authority, nor 
ever can do, ' | 

All that he hath done, is to urge Scriptures that (peak 
only of the human Nature of Chriſt, as he is our Mediator; 
and thence conclude him not to be God, 

Let Mr. Chubb try to prove his Chriſt a Man, the Father's 
Agent in creating the Univerſe; and anſwer all the Argu- 
ments I have oppoſed to his Hypotheſis: for without doing th 


that, all his Scriptures will evidently appear 10 be mi- de 
apply d. For how can that be proved from Scripture, that bl 
is a Non-entity, as his Chriſt manifeſtly appears to be ? Cl 


1 detake my ſelf now to conſider the Authorities he brings, WM *? 
and what force they are of, againſt the Orthodox Faith, e 
concerning the Co-eſſentiality of the Son with the Father. 

Firſt he cites Mark 13. 32. But of that Day and How Ti 
knoweth no Man, no not the Angels which are in Heaven, 
neither the Son, but the Father. The Anſwer is eaſy, That 15 
Chriſt ſpake of his human Nature. And the human Nature . 
united to the Perſon of the Son of God, is call'd, and 1s 


the Son of God. K 


Now if Mr. Chubb would have urged this Text fo as to ©: 
aſſect us, he ſhould have proved that in ſuch a Union, as 01 
the divine and human Nature in the Perſon of Chrilt, it 
was abſolutely neceſſary that the human Nature ſhould 
know all things that the divine Nature did, (which is im- 
pollible to a Creature :) or elſe that if there was not ſuc 
an Equality in Knowledge, there could not be ſuch ! 
Union, | And 
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And all Men that will conſider the thing, may ſee, that 
whatever he might deſign, he hath only egregiouſly trifled, 
waſted his Time, and abuſed his Reader's Patience, never 
coming up to the full State of the Queſtion, 

He quotes alſo John 10, 28, 29, 30. My Sheep hear m 
Voice, and they follow me, and I give unto them eternal Life, 
&, This Text I have ſpoke to before in part, I think. 

Chriſt here faith, he giveth his Sheep eternal Life. This 
proves his Co. eſſentiality and Eternity. Had Chriſt, accord- 
ing to Mr. Chbb's Hypotheſis, been a mere Creature, eter- 
nal Life had not been in his power to give; and conſequent- 
ly becauſe he can give eternal Life, he is the ſupreme God. 

To give eternal Life, is to give an eternal, happy, yea 
perfectly happy Continuance of that Being received by 
Creaton; and ſignifies the Continuance of creative Power. 
Mr. Chubb's Chriſt can act only now by bodily Organs, for 
he will have him a Man, Now I demand how this Man 
can receive the creative Power of God, and exerciſe it by 
bodily Organs, to the upholding the Univerſe, and all 
Creatures therein, Angels, Men, Devils, and whatever 0- 
ther Creatures there be, by bodily Organs? If he cannot 
do this, he cannot give his Sheep eternal Life. | 
* No Man can do this, no high exalted Creature can do 
ag this; tis only the co-eſſential and eternal Son of God can 
i- do this, who taking to himſelf a human Body and reaſona- 
ut ble Soul, became God and Man in one Perſon, which is 

Chriſt our Saviour. He can give his Sheep eternal Life; 
3% and becauſe he can do this, he is the true and living God, 
th, co eſſential and co eternal with the Father. 
| As to what Mr. Chubb urges from the latter part of the 
Text, wiz. 14y Father that gave them me, is greater than all, 
„c. urging thence, That the Father's Power is greater 
ut Tun Ciriſt's Power: I anſwer here, as I think I have done 
ire Wl ſomewhere before, that Chriſt ſpake to ſuch as were not 
is Wl ll» convinced of his Deity, to ſupport their Faith, and 
is true of Chriſt's Manhood; but preſently Chriſt tells 
to em, bis Father and he were one, aſſerting thereby his Di- 


of Wl Vitity, | 

it . Another Scripture he quotes, is John 14. 28. My Father 

1d iy” #eater than J; wherein he runneth on the ſame Miſtake, 

m- , it to the divine Nature of Chriſt, which Chriſt 

Pake of his human Nature in the Perſon of the Mediator. 

(erde reſt of this Chapter having been handled under his 
i Argument, I omit here; and indeed all the Scriptures he 

E 4 brings 
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brings he knows do not preſs our Hypotheſis, as you may 
perceive by the Title of his ninth Chapter, „ 


Mr. Chubb's ſeventh Argument follows ; 


The Son did pray to the Father in behalf of himſelf, conſe: 
quently the Son is inferior and ſubordinate to the Father, and 
the Father alone is the ſupreme God. 

The Premiſes we confeſs, the Conſequences we deny, as 
an illegitimate Offspring : And becauſe Mr. Chubb did not 
think it for the Intereſt of his Cauſe to ſtate the Difference 
betwixt'us aright, I ſhall put it in the beſt light I can. 

Therefore, I ſay, the Son of God in his human Nature, 
as Mediator between God and Man, did pray to the Fa- 
ther for himſelf, and all his Ele& and Choſen, And as he 
was the Son of Man, tho his human Nature was far ex. 
alted above all Creatures, thro his Union with the divine 
Logos, or Word of God, yet was it inferior to the Fa- 
ther; and I know of none denies it, And for Mr. Chubb 
to draw an Argument hence, without taking notice of the 
orthodox Senſe of the Words, manifeſts his Deſign was 
not to ſearch out the Truth, but to eſtabliſh an old ex 
ploded Hereſy. 

Let Mr. Chubb offer what he can againſt the orthodox 
Senſe, and prove from Scripture or Reaſon, that the Per— 
ſon praying was not both God and Man; and that as Man 
in Union with the Deity, he could not be Mediator between L 
| God and Men, nor pray and make Interceſſion for his WW * 
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Let him prove that it was not the human Nature, in Uni. a 

on with the Divinity, that poured out ſtrong . Cries and 

Tears in the days of his Humiliation; and let him prove, a 


that it was not the human Nature, in Unity with the Di- 
vinity of the Son, that died for us: let him either prove 
this not to be ſo, or impoſſible to be ſo from Scripture or Ml © 
the nature of the thing; and his Performance, or at leaſt his s 
Deſign, will look with ſome tolerable Aſpect. | 0 

But neglecting this, and propoſing Scriptures that may 
carry a double Senſe, and not to fix the Senſe to his ow! 
Hypotheſis, nor anſwering the Objections of his Adverſa- 
ries, he doth but trifle in the moſt momentous things. t 

I anſwer therefore, the Son's praying to the Father in his d 
human Nature, proves not the Son's Inferiority to the Fa- t 
ther, ſave only in that Nature in which he prayed. Our P 
Mediator is indeed both God and Man in one Perſon, An n 
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the human Nature only exerciſed the Office of Mediator; 

the human Nature only prayed, was facrificed for our 
Sins, not as divided from his Divinity, but as being ex- 
alted in that Union with the Perſon of the Son, far above 
all Principalities and Powers, and every Name that is na- 
med both in this World, and that to come. No Godded 
Creature, as Mr, Chubb's Chriſt (if ſuch a one were) would 
be in any reſpect like him; or the Sacrifice of ten thouſand 
ſuch, of equal Merit with the Sacrifice of this bleſſed Lamb 
of God, who taketh away the Sins of the World, 5 

Hence Chriſt became a Man, is called our High Prieſt, 
and {aid to be ſenſible of our Infirmities and Temptations, 
as having himſelf been 1 and ſuffered in his Man- 
hood; and becauſe a Man, he is ſaid to be made like unto 
his Brethren in all things, Sin only excepted. 

But Mr. Chubb's Chriſt hath a Body without a Soul, and 
ſo not having a human Soul, could not experience in him- 
ſelf the Infirmities of human Nature. 

For the more noble and exalted any Creature is, that is 
united to a fleſhy part, the more powerful he is, and the 
leſs ſenſible he can be of any human Frailty. 


lan come to Mr. Chubb's eighth and laſt Argument againſt 
W the Divinity of Chriſt; his words are, 


in The Son did debaſe himſelf, in taking human Nature upon 
n im; ſo as that he was in a leſs Degree of Glory after his be- 
iis ga Man, than he was in antecedence to that Abaſement : 

conſequently the Son is inferior and ſubordinate to the Father, 
1i- and the Father alone is the ſupreme God. 


nd Firſt, Let us ſee how this will agree 10 his Mypotheid 
e, and whether it is not adapted to ruin his own Cauſe. 
Ji- He faith, © The Son did debaſe himſelf in taking human 
ve Nature.“ I ſuppoſe by this time the Reader doth fully un- 
or derſtand what Creature Mr. Chubb underſtands by the 
his WI Son; a Creature that, he ſaith, was the Father's Agent in 
creating the World. 
Whence appears the Blockiſhneſs of his Conceptions : 
* But, faith he, this glorious Creature did debaſe himſelf.” 
Let it be demanded, how he did debaſe himſelf ? He 
tells you, in his taking human Nature upon him. But how 
doth it appear that this divine Creature took human Na- 
ture upon him? Why, faith Mr. Chubb, he took a fleſh 
bart, and did the Offices in it of the rational Spirit. Call 
now to the Americans, to the moſt barbarous People a 
I hs Wo. 5 0 5 GR 1 the 
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the Sun, deſire them to tell what a Man is; and ſee if all 
don't declare with one mouth, that a Man is a Creature 
compoſed of a human Soul and Body. Ask them, Is the 
Body alone human Nature? or whether there ever was any 
Individual of human Nature without a Soul? and ſee if all 
do not affirm, that the Body alone, without a Soul, is not, 
cannot be human Nature. The Argument Mr. Chubb bring 
is this, The Son did debaſe himſelf, in taking human Na- 
ture upon him. One would have thought that Mr. Ch) 
would have thought it neceſſary to have it proved, that the 
Creature, he calls the Son, did take human Nature upon n. 
him, But he doth nothing leſs; the only thing he affirms u 
is, that that which he took on him was a fleſhy part; and 
if this be to take human Nature on him, then ſuch a Com- 
politum may be a Man. But ſeeing a human Body with. g 
out a Soul is not human Nature, he confeſſes, that what be 
calls the divine Nature in our Saviour Vas not united to b 
the entire Humanity, pag. 47, but was it ſelf a real part of g 
it; and endeavours to prove, that the divine Nature in our Wt > 
Saviour was a real part of Humanity, But beſides bold and t 
confident Aſſertions of it, he hath not one Syllable of WT i 
Proof in his whole Book, except that be taken as a Proof, 
viz. his ſaying it was to it in place of the rational Spirit: 
Which don't prove it ſo much a Man, as an Angel ating 
Juch a fleſhy part would be, he being nearer to a human 
Soul, than the Creature he ſpeaks of can be. 
So that he hath not given the leaſt Proof of this Godded 
Creature's taking human Nature upon him, nor can he prove 
the Debaſement of this creating Creature. 
Let this be rivetted well in the mind, and it will ter 
= CÞArianiſm up by the Roots. He faith, © That his Creatur- 
* God or Chriſt, the moſt glorious Perſon that ever was 
F made, laid aſide all the Glory and Perfection of his Na- 
t ture, and took a fleſhy part to him, and thereby became 
© Man, and ſo is ſaid from being rich to become poor. 
Where we have only his bare word in place of Proof; he 
ſaith he was a Man, but attempts not to prove he had a hu 
man Soul. * 

(I.) I obſerve here he ſaith, that this ſuperangelical Crea- 
ture laid aſide all the Glory and Perfection of his Nature. 
I demand then, whether he was not another Creature than 
what he was before; this was a humbling of himſelf with 
a witneſs, and which no Creature is capable of, I think 
indeed Mr. Chubb, in this Diſcourſe, tries to lay by 5 * 
ectio 
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Fetion of his own Nature, to wit, his Reaſon; but ſill 
he has Reaſon, tho he reſolves to ule but little of it. * 2 
= But I ſay this Creature could not lay by the Perfection of 
nis Nature, no not by taking a fleſhy part; he muſt be the 
ame when united to a fleſhy part as before. No Creature 
can change his Species, the Subſtance of every rational Spi- 
W rit remains eternally the ſame; nor can they alter the Pro- 
perties, or loſe the Perfections of their Nature, ſave as 
they may be debaſed by Sin, 
Therefore this Creature, united to a fleſhy part, could 
not lay aſide the Perfection of his Nature, nor be a Man, 
hen united to a fleſhy part, as before is largely proved. 
* Indeed he faith, This glorious Creature was to the fleſhy 
part what our Souls are to our Bodies: but if it were 
n. fo, ſeeing he was not a Soul, he could not be a Man. 
de U never read ſuch a Heap of Abſurdities as Mr. Chubb lays 
before us. Here's a Creature, called the Creator of An- 
gels and Men, taking a fleſhy part, all the Perfections of his 
Nature laid aſide, and he becomes Man! A glorious Crea- 
ture ſtript of its Glory, and yet the ſame Creature {till z 
in place of a human Soul, but not a human Soul, becoming 
part of a Man ! a Man and nota Man ! a Man and more 
than a Man! and that in one ſingle Nature, to wit, the 
human! Theſe and ſuch like are the Myſteries of Arianiſin 
and may make Proſelytes, where received blindfold. And 
l dare undertake to prove, that they come as near the Po- 
Z piſh Tranſubſtantiation, as any Abſurdities ever uttered in 
the World. 7 8 
Ihe Papiſts ſay, a Piece of Bread is tranſubſtantiated into 
Chriſt's Body : | | 
| Mr. Chubb faith, © The divine Nature, the Son of God, 
2 a God, is turned into a Man, yea and is a part of Man.“ 
The Papiſts ſay, That Chriſt's Body is in the Wafer-Cake, 
tho not after the manner of a Body; that you muſt not 
truſt your Eyes, nor Taſte, nor any of your Senſes in 
judging thereof : for notwithſtanding it ſeems Bread to all 
your Senſes, you muſt not believe them, but believe it is 
the very Body of Chriſt, and that you eat your Saviour. 

Mr. Chubb tells you of a glorious divine Creature that 
made the World, by an Ability received from the Father : 
conſequently you muſt believe, if you will be an Arzan, 
that a finite Creature graſped omnipotent Power, was ſuſ- 
Ceptible of infinite Wiſdom ; and by putting the omnipo- 
tent Will of God into Act, created Angels, Men, * 5 

| Whole 


— „„ „ 5 2 


7 Alrianiſm Azatomzen, 

whole Univerſe. And tho by Creation he muſt be with eve. 
ry Particle of Matter, after produced he muſt uphold eve. 
ry Creature in their Beings; and at laſt, by uniting him- 
ſelf to a little Fleſh, this glorious God is turned into a Man, 
Whoever will believe theſe Abſurdities, may be an Arian, 
and become a Worſhipper of this Idol, and in the end pe- 
riſh eternally under the Deluſion. But I proceed to what! 
was about : gh 

Mr. Chubb calls this Compoſitum a Man; but doth it fol. 
low it is ſo? If a holy Angel was ſo united to a fleſhy 
part, would the Compoſitum be a Man, or an Angel 
cloth'd with Fleſh ? If Beelzebub ſhould be united to a 
fleſhy Jurt would he be a Man, or an incarnate Devil? 
Would not the Appellation be derived from the nobler Na- 
ture? How then can ſuch a Creature he ſpeaks of be a 
Man, by being united to a Body ? But it is falſe that any 
ſuch Compolitum would he a Man, conſequently the Chriſt 
Mr. Chubb ſets forth is a falſe Chriſt, and Mr, Chubb mult be 
one of Antichriſt's Apoſtles. 

The Argument further ſaith, © That this Godlike Crex- 
© ture took human Nature upon him. 

But I am tempted to think, that it is beyond the power 
of any created Nature to take another Nature into vital 
Union with it ſelf. Angels and Devils may aſſume Bodies 
| of Air, like to human Bodies; nay, that they cannot ac- 
[ tuate human Bodies, whether thoſe Bodies be living or 
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dead, I determine not, I ſee nothing of Abſurdity in affirm- 
ing it. But that they can vitally unite themſelves to Bo- 
dies, ſo as to become one Perſon with them, ſeems to me 
to be beyond the Sphere of Creatures; and that for this 
Reaſon, becauſe it is not in the power of Creatures to 
change their Species: for if any Creature could add to it 
ſelf an eſſential Part, it would conſtitute a new Species 
ſo if an Angel, good or bad, could vitally unite it ſelf to 
another Nature (ſay human Nature) by taking one of its 
integral Parts, to wit a Body, the thing compoſed would 
be neither Angel nor Man, but partake of both : and this 
is the Caſe before us in part. 

The higheſt angelical Nature, united but to one of the 
conſtitutive Parts of human Nature, to wit the Body, 
muſt needs conſtitute a third Species; but what Name to 
give it, I have not yet learned. 7 bY 

Mr. Chubb will have the moſt noble ſpiritual Creature (a 
Species above Angels) united to a fleſhy part (which - oy 
. ICIS | 10 : . re pe 
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e. | . 

e- Wepet can be called human Nature, or a human Perſon) 
n- « p50 And ſo he will call it, let the World fay 
n. hat it will; whether the Appellation be reaſonable or un- 
„ eaſonable, all is one to Mr. Chubb, he will call the Compo- 


tum a Man, tho it be no more a Man than a Centaur is a 
Man: and conſequently tho he call this Compoſitum Chriſt, 
Wt is no more comparable to the true Chriſt, than an Agnus 
Dei of Wax is like the true Chriſt. Let we it paſs there- 
fore for a falſe Chriſt, an Antichriſt, an Idol of an Arian 
Brain, and let Mr. Chubb be a Setter-forth of ſtrange Gods, 


His Argument, we have ſeen, makes very little for his 


a 

! : own Hypotheſis ; 1 am ſure it as little affects ours, 
- WW Saith he, The Son did debaſe himſelf in his taking hu- 
man Nature upon him, ſo that he was in a leſs Degree of 
Glory after his being a Man, than he was in antece- 
t < dence to that Abaſement.” hs 

e The Scriptures witneſs, that our Lord Chriſt did humble 


himſelf, or make himſelf of no Reputation; that "ng 
„rich, he became poor, that we thro his Poverty might be made 
rich. This Scripture is glorious in my Eye, yea ſo full of 
r WW Glory, and ſo much of divine Goodneſs and Love to poor 
! Souls ſhines in it, that it dazles the Soul to look attentively 
$ thereon, * | 
We are treating now of an N Union between the 
moſt high God and human Nature; of the divine and hu- 
man Natures united in the Perſon of Chriſt. Was not the 
Humanity rich? Was not Chriſt in his human Nature 
richer than all the Angels in Heaven? Could not the Son 
of God have produced the human Nature in the World in 
all poſſible taking Glories, as it ſits now in Heaven, ex- 
alted above all Principalities and Powers? But how then 
ſhould the Scriptures have been fulfilled? How then ſhould 
we miſerable undone Sinners have been redeemed ? Do not 
the Scriptures ſay, He was to be a Man of Sorrows, and ac- 
ied with Grief, that he was to be ſmitten and wounded ? 
th not the Father ſay, Awake, O Sword, againſt the Man 
that is my Fellow? Doth it not ſay, They ſpall look on him 
whom they have pierced ? And our Lord himſelf ſay, reſpect- 
| ing the Work and Sufferings undertaken and determined 
by the divine Will, Ozght not Chrift to ſuffer, and ſo to en- 
| ter into his Glory ? So that being rich 5 our ſakes, he became 
þoor, appeared in a poor and mean Eſtate, ſubjecting him- 
ſelf to ſuffer and bear what the Father had de e 
Him, faith the Apoſtle, by the determinate Counſel of Os 
* ave. 
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have you by wicked hands crucified and (lain, You ſee then 
how rich our Lord was, you ſee what a Man united to God 
might have been; you ſee how he, that is, the Perſon. of 
Chrift, humbled himſelf in his human Nature, what he 
fiffered, and why, the Juſt for the Unjuſt, that he might 
bring us miſerable Sinners to God. Shall we not then eve- 
ry one ſay with the Pſalmiſt, O magnify the Lord with me, 
and let us exalt his Name tog ether? For this canſe, for the 
ſuffering of Death for us, hath God now highly exalted him, 
and given him a Name above every Name; that at the 
Name of 54 every Knee ſhould bow, both of things in 
Heaven and Earth, and every Tongue confeſs, that this once 
. dying Jeſus is Lord, to the Glory of God the Fi 
Ther. | 
Thus the Son of God, in his human Nature, humbled 
himſelf, and became obedient unto Death, even the moſt 
ſhameful Death of the Croſs, for our Redemption, without 
any Diminution to his eſſential Perfection and Glory, which 
from Eternity to Eternity is unchangeably the ſame: 
Therefore to this eternal, unchangeable, immortal, omni- 
tent, and only wiſe God, Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, 
eternal Praiſes and Thankſgiving in all the Churches, by 
Jeſus Chriſt our Lord and only Saviour. Amen. 
Mr. Chubb concludes his laſt Argument with John 17. 5. 
And now, O Father, glorify me with thine own ſelf, with that 
Glory I had with thee before the World was. It is as if Chriſt 
had ſaid, Father, I have finiſhed the Work thou gaveſt me to 
do, therefore glorify this my humbled Humanity with the 
Glory I had with thee before the World was, in anſwer 
to this Prayer : that is, for his Humiliation God hath high- 
ty exalted him, QC. | | 
Other Texts are urged in that Chapter that I did not men- 
tion : John 6, 33. For the Bread of God is he which cometh 
| 1 . Heaven, and giveth Life to the World. Again, 
Ver. 38. Icame down from Heaven, Again, Ver, 62, What 
and if ye ſhall ſee the Son of Man aſcend up where he was 
fore ? 
In anſwer to theſe, I ſay, The eternal and co. eſſential Son 
of God aſſuming our Nature, and appearing in that Nature 
in the World, becauſe he never ſo appear'd in the World be- 
fore, is ſaid to be his coming down from Heaven, becauſe 
Heaven is the Seat of his Glory, his Throne. 
But how Mr, Chubb will interpret the latter Text, What 
if ye ſhall ſee the Son af Man aſcend up where be was before 1 
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ow not. I hope he will not ſay, the fleſhy part was in 
Wen before the Humanity aſcended. But what talk I of 
e Humanity of Mr. Chubb's Chriſt? He had nothing but 
Iaeſhy part, and was not a Man, therefore not the Son of 
in,” Nor can the words be interpreted according to his 
ypotheſis, in any ſenſe that I know of. e 
And whereas he ſaith, our Lord's divine Nature muſt be 
ntended, becauſe his divine Nature alone had been in Hea- 
en; let him then ſay, how the Son of Man aſcended: up 
here he was before, and declare whether that divine Na- 
ure he ſpeaks of is that Son of Man. 


CCC 


Ning gone through Mr, Chubb's Eight Arguments, and 

| ſhew'd the Invalidity of them; I am come to look 

little into his ninth Chapter, where he pretends to an- 

wer an Objection, that he thought would be made againſt 
hat he had ſaid : And I perceive he was aware of the In- 

ſufficiency of them. If now he have mended what he knew- 
as amils, then he has acted like a good Workman, | But” 
if he have perſiſted in what he perceived he was ſhort in, 
then he had better have been ſilent; ſeeing in that caſe the 
* Whinore he ſtruggles, the faſter he will be bound. 

q Mr. Chubb's Objection he fais'd for himſelf to anſwer, is, 
0 

e 

r 


© Tf (faith 4 to what has been ſaid upon this Subject, 
© there ſhould be this general Reply made, viz. That the 
© foremention'd Arguments fall to the ground, becauſe the 
* Scriptures that are brought to prove and ſupport them 
* are miſapply'd, by applying them to the divine as well as 
© human Nature of Chriſt ; whereas if they had been right- 
* ly apply'd, it would have been to the human Nature 
* alone, conſider'd in a diftin& Capacity from the divine 
Nature in Chriſt :* | 

His Anſwer is, The Scripture every where ſpeaks of a 
* whole Chriſt, as performing the Work of our Redemp- 
* tion; and it no where ſpeaks of his having two rational 
* Natures, acting in a diſtin& and ſeparate Capacity one 
from another. 

ly reply I ſay, The Scriptures ſay that Chriſt is God, and 
they ſay that Chriſt is Man: And the Godhead and Man- 
100d are two diſtinct rational Natures, and are both united 
n the Perſon of Chriſt, and that according to the * 
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1 fay farther, What Myſtery there may be in what 
Mr. Chubb faith, of the human Nature in Chriſt, acting in: 
ſeparate and diſtin Capacity from the divine Nature, | 
know not. I don't know that the Orthodox ſay fo, nor 
have I opportunity to know. What I have writ here, are 
my own Sentiments; I charge them on no body, nor 
would have any body accountable or blamed for any inde. 
corous Expreſſion by me here uſed, but my ſelf. But as to 
the Humanity's acting in a ſeparate and diſtin& Capacity, ! 80 
humbly ſuppoſe, that the Humanity being united to the . 
Perſon of the Son, is never ſeparate, but always is under c 
the Governance and Guidance of the divine Nature: ſo + 
that every Action of the human Nature is applicable to the 
whole Perſon, God and Man. A God may be faid to do ry 
ſuch and ſuch things, as to ſuffer, die, riſe, aſcend, &c. in 
his human Nature. * 


As to the Term diſtinct, I re what is done by one 


Nature as diſtinct, that abſtractly conſider'd, is not ap- 5 
licable to the other Nature: ſo what is done by the Man- te 
209, can't properly be ſaid to be done by the Godhead, G 


any otherwiſe than as God and Man is one Perſon : and 
that is applicable to the Perſon, that is done by either Na- 
ture. For example, the Son of God, abſtra&ly conſider d, 
| can't be ſaid to pray, to humble himſelf or die: for tho th 
ttmeſe things are properly attributed to the Perſon of Chriſt, WW b. 
and Chriſt is {aid to do all theſe things; yet he doth them 
in his human Nature. So the Son of God upholds all 
things, governs the World by his Providence, &c. theſe M 
things are ſaid to be done by Chriſt, but are not done by MW 
Chriſt's human Nature, tho by him in it, 
The Actions of my Soul and Body are not to be conli- WW 
der'd ſeparately, while the Body lives. The Actions of the 
Body are all under the Governance and Direction of the 
Soul, and receive not a mutual Attribution: for the Body, 
by the Guidance and Direction of the Soul, eats, drinks, n 
works, walks, yet theſe Actions cannot be attributed to the J 
Soul, tho they are to the Perſon; and ſo the Soul thinks, 
underſtands, reaſons, theſe cannot be attributed to the 
Body, yet they are to the Man, who may be faid to do 
what is done by either part. But as to involuntary Ac- 
tions, not under the guidance of Reaſon, theſe are the 
Actions of the Man alſo; but need not trouble us at this 
time. And what uſe Mr, Chubb can make of theſe Con- 


ceſlions to confirm his Hypotheſis, I at preſent know * 
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but am ready to retract any thing on better Information. 
may err; hope I ſhall not be obſtinate in any Error, 
but ſhall have an Ear open to good Inſtruction at all times. 
As to Chriſt's having two Natures, Mr. Chubb will not 
be determin'd by the plaineſt Scriptures or beſt Reaſons; 
nor will own any Nature in Chriſt bat the human : ſuch 
a human Nature, as he faith his Chriſt hath, to wit, only a 
fleſhy part, a human Nature without a Soul. And may I 
not ſay then, that he redeem'd human Nature without a. 
Soul, 'to wit, only the Body ? A ſort of Arian Divinity. 
Mr. Chubb in his 34th Page affirms, That they are fo far 
from undervaluing or leſſening the Value or Merit of 
Chriſt's Death, that on the contrary they put a higher, or 
at leaſt as high a Value on it, as any Chriſtians whatſoever. 
And that this may appear, he undertakes a particular Exa- 
mination of the matter, | 
But to what end doth he raiſe out of their Graves certain 
Hereticks, as old as Arius himſelf? Let us hear himſelf 
tell us what was offer d up. And in the ſame 34th Page he 
tells us, That the Offering that was offer'd on the Crots for 
Sinners Salvation, was more than a mere human Creature, 
viz, the Word or Son of God. It liketh me to examine 
this Paſſage : It was, faith he, more than a mere human 
Creature, (it muſt be underſtood of the fleſhy part.) So 
that the human Creature offer'd on the Croſs was a Body; 
but no human Soul. But is this all? No, there was the 
Word or Son of God, by which you are alſo to underſtand 
e no more than a Creature, Theſe united, he tells you, are a 
y Man; but it is falſe, as I have before largely proved, no ſuch 
Compoſitum will conſtitute a Man. The Word or Son of 
. od (faith he) was it ſelf part of the Man Chriſt Jeſus 
e ut it was in place of the rational Spirit, and acted in and 
animated the fleſhy part, &c. | 
ie No: © Pty . 
1 But this is all falſe : for how can the Son of God be part 
1 of a Man? How can the Son of God acting in a fleſhy 
> bert be a Man? This is all nonſenſe; nothing but a human 
Soul and human Body united make a Man. 
In another place he faith, he was a Man, and more than 
i Man, And we mult obſerve, he owns but one Nature in 
rift, 9424 the human; and yet will have him a Man, and 
more than a Man: which is impoſlible in one individual 
Nature, If any thing be more to the Body than the inte- 
bal Parts, it is monſtrous : And what can be * to a 
| | uman 
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Arianiſm Anatomized. 
human Soul, to make it more than a human Soul, and yet 
be a human Soul, I know not. 

In p. 33. he tells us what he and thoſe with him hold, 
vix. That the Father and Son are two diſtinct Beings; That 
the Son was a Being which exiſted before the World was; 
and that the Son is a God of an excellent nature, and with 
reſpect to us incomprehenſible, but yet is inferior and ſub. 
* ordinate to the Supreme God the Father: and that the di- 
vine Nature in Chriſt ſupply'd the place of a rational hu. 
man Spirit, and that there is in Chriſt but one ſpiritual 
Subſiſtence, to wit, God the Word. 

Firſt, I will make ſome Obſervations on what he here 
faith they hold. The Son is a Being, he faith, exiſted be- 
fore the World was, And fo he aſſerts the Being of a Crex 
ture before the Creation, which ſome may be apt to call a 
Contradiction. But no where, as I can find, doth he ſay 
when this Creature was made, nor how long he exiſted be- 
fore the World: and ſeeing Time began and commenced 
with the Creation, (for Time is defined to be the meaſure 
of Motion) and before the Creation there was no Motion, 
therefore before the Creation there was no Time, and con- 
ſequently Mr, Chubb exhibits an eternal Creature; which 
how abſurd it is, let every one conſider. 

Secondly, He faith that this divine Creature is a God. 
Whence 1 urge againſt him, that he goes about to intro- 
duce the Polytheiſm of the Gentiles, a ſupreme and ſub 
ordinate God, This, I take, leads to Demon-Worſnip. 

Thirdly, I obſerve, that this divine Nature, this excel 
lent Creature, this God (for by theſe ſeveral Appellations 
he calls him) did ſupply (in what he calls Chriſt) the place 
of a rational human Spirit; and that this inferior God was 
oy a human Spirit or Soul, but only ſupply'd the place 
of one. 

Therefore I have well concluded, the Chriſt Mr. Chubb 
ſets forth had no human Soul : nay, he plainly faith it had 
but one fpiritual Subſiſtence, viz. God the Word; and 
conſequently was not the true Chriſt, the Son of God, 
of whom the Scripture witneſſeth, that he had a Soul, (for 
Chriſt faith in his Agony, Ay Soul is exceeding forrowfah 
even unto Death) and that he was made in all things, vil. à8 
to his human Nature, /ike unto us, Sin only excepted. 

But we have human Souls, and no God to ſupply tht 
place of a Soul in us, that together with our Fleſh com- 


poſe our Perſons: therefore our Chriſt was a true my 
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Mr. Chubb's Chriſt was no Man, for he had no Soul. There- 
fore Mr. Chubb ſets forth another Chriſt, and preaches ano- 
ther Goſpel than what Paul preach'd, and therefore is by all 
: Chriſtians to be held accurſed : Gal. 1. 8, 9. Tho we or an 
8 Angel from Heaven preach any other Goſpel than what we have 
reached, let him be accurſed. And what I ſaid before, I ſay 
now again, If any Man preach any other Goſpel than what ye 
have received, let him be accurſed. 
Do I now condemn Mr. Chubb, or doth God himſelf do 
it by the mouth of Paul? Therefore let not any blame me 
for ſpeaking the Truths of God; and let him blame himſelf 
for endeavouring to revive an old Hereſy, and to dethrone 
the) Son of God, and ſubſtitute an Idol-God in his place. 
8 1 fay, let him blame himſelf and repent, and by Faith em- 
& brace that Chriſt he hath deſpiſed, and whoſe Blood he 


) WE hath trampled under his feet, that he may be ſaved. 
Mr. Chubb, to clear up what he had ſaid, in the begin- 
ning of his tenth Chapter tells us, That Man is made up of 
2 two parts, Fleſh and Spirit: And to prove this, quotes 

J 


Gal. 5. 17, The Fleſh luſteth again$t the Spirit, and the Spirit 
againſt the Fleſh :, and theſe two are contrary one to the other, 
| ſo that ye cannot do the things that ye would. 5 
Firſt, I obſerve, and have before proved, that not every 
kind of Spirit, united to a fleſhy part, is a Man; for neither 
N 12 Angel or a Devil, united to a fleſhy part, would be 
a n. 5 | 
i Secondly, I obſerve, that Mr. Chubb in his Book com- 
WW menced a War with almoſt all the Chriſtian World: and 
here he goes about to ſet Mens two conſtitutive Parts, their 
Souls and Bodies, at war alſo z and produces, as he thinks, 
Divine Authority too for what he ſaith. Which Scripture is 
moſt wretchedly perverted to ſerve a baſe Deſign, viz. to 
prove that any Spirit join'd with a fleſhy part is a Man, and 
is the Foundation of his own beloved Hereſy ; and if not 
confirm'd, Arianiſm falls to the ground. 
But Mr. Chubb might know if he don't, and every conſi- 
dering Chriſtian may know, that St. Paul was not in that 
cripture ſpeaking of the two conſtitutive Parts of Man, as 
Mr. Chubb feigns; but of Struggle and War that is in eve- 
true Chriſtian between Grace and Corruption: a War 
inthe ſame Soul, as in * part ſanctify'd and renew'd, and in 


Þ Let not any think that 1 ſuppoſe the Soul to conſiſt of Parts, as the 
1 ) doth : hut when 1 ſay it is in part ſanciiſy d, 1 mean only that 
5 antlification is imperfect. . 
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art corrupted. For we are not wholly ſanctify'd in this 
Lie; every renew 'd Soul has remainders of Corruption in 
it, which the Apoſtle here calls Fleſh, as he calls the re- 
new'd part Spirit: Theſe, he faith, are contrary one to the 
other, ſo that we cannot do the things that we would, viz. that 
we as renew'd would. 

St. Paul himſelf, tho ſo holy and great a Saint, did ex. 
perience theſe Luſtings of the Sonl, as not wholly rege- 
nerate, againſt his Soul or Will, as in part renew'd and 
ſanRify'd : and appeals to the Experience of the converted 
Galatians therein, | 

And that this is the true Meaning of the Apoſtle in that 
Text, appears irom this; becauſe the Body being only 
Matter, neither thinks nor luſts, but is at the command of 
the prevailing Diſpoſition of the Soul or Mind as ſanctify'd 
and renew'd, or otherwiſe. . 

And ſeeing Mr. Chubb, under ſpecious pretences, goes 2. 
bout to corrupt the Church of Chriſt ; I defire Mr. Chubb's 
Ignorance, or Malice againſt the Truth, may be taken no- 
tice of, It is not unknown how the Arch-Enemy tempted 
our Lord, and pretended to confirm by Scripture what he 
taid. Mr. Chubb alſo brings Scripture to ſupport his Error, 7 
but it is a Scripture as grolly underſtood by tie, as our 82. 
viour's words were by Nicodemus, when Chriſt told him he 85 
muſt be born again. 

And I call on Mr. Chubb to anſwer for this Corruption of 
the Text. And I demand an Anſwer to theſe things: ls not 0 
the Fleſh or Body Matter? Can Matter think? Can that Ml © 
luſt or crave, that cannot think? How then can the Body 
or fleſhy Part luſt ? Is it not great Stupidity, or premed: 
tated Malice, to attribute that to mere Matter, that is pro- e 
per only to a {piritual and rational Nature? 8 

And it may be ealily ſeen, why Mr. Chubb brought thi 0 
even when he faith, Man is made up of two parts, 

Fleſh and Spirit, and that both took place in the Perſon o 
Chriſt; and conſequently that Chriſt was a Man. 

In anſwer to this, I ſay, That it looks like one of the 
Subtilties of the old Serpent, who under an homony mo! 
and equivocal Term would deceive us, and ſubſtitute an 190: 
in the place of Chriſt, | 

And 1 pray every Chriſtian to keep in mind, how far ti 
Deſcription Mr. Chubb gives of a Man, is from what th 
Apoſtle intended in that Gal. 5. 17, and alſo how defect! 
it is in it ſelf. On the former reflected above. 1 
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To the latter I ay, That tho Man be conſtituted of Fleſh 
and Spirit, yet it can be of no Spirit but the rational Soul 
for no Spirit with a Body, ſave a rational Soul, can conſti- 
E tute a Man: and therefore this is to be remembred of all 
that love their Salvation. For Mr. Chubb hath egregioully 
play'd the Sophiſter here, and put the Genus for the Spe- 
cies; the word Spirit for the Kind of Spirit he ſhould have 
ſet down. For had he faid, a good Angel or Devil united 
to Fleſh had been a Man, the Fallity of the Propoſition had 
been more eaſily diſcover'd ; and moiſt men would have diſ- 
own'd the Relation, and ſaid, the one was an incarnate 
Angel, the other an incarnate Devil. 

Therefore that Creature Mr. Chubb calls the Son of God, 
united to a fleſhy part, is nota Man, in no manner of ſenſe 
nor what he calls Chriſt, a true Chriſt. And it is of the 
higheſt concern to Chriſtians to obſerve this, That no Spi- 
rit, ſave the rational Soul, join'd to a Body, can conſtitute 
a Man, Angels therefore, and other Spirits, (if any be) 
that are diſtin&t in Species from a rational Soul, if embo- 
dy'd, cannot conſtitute a Man, That human Souls are a 
diſtin&t Species of Spirits from all others, as I have ſaid, 
appears from the Inclination the Soul hath to the Body, 
from the Satisfaction it receives from the Aſſurance it hath 
of a Re· union to the Body at the Reſurrection, and other 
ings I might add, 

The Scripture declares, that the Chriſt of God is a Man, 
of WW conſiſting of Soul and Body: whatever is offer'd as Chriſt, 
bat that hath not Soul and Body, is not, cannot be a Man, 
dy WY nor the true Chriſt, 8 
edi And I deſire that Chriſtians will cleave to this: for this 
ro- Ley thing alone, viz, that the Arian Chriſt is not a Man, 

is ſufficĩent to ruin the Arian Cauſe, And it ſhould always 
remembred, that the Arians cannot prove what they call 
Chriſt to be a Man. 8 

None but the true Chriſt can be our Saviour; the true 
Chriſt is a true Man: but becauſe the Chriſt Mr. Chubb ſets 
orth, can never be proved a true Man, therefore he is a 
a falle Chriſt, an Antichriſt; and whoſoever truſts in him, 
loth truſt in a Lye, in a thing 6f nought, and will miſs of 
avation, For as there is no other Name, ſo there is no 
other Perſon named but the true Jeſus Chriſt, (the eternal 
ind conſubſtantial Son of God, united to our whole Na- 
wure, Soul and Body, and not to a fleſhy part only, which 
5 not human Nature, nor no part of human Nature, if 
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never united to a Soul) whereby we muſt be faved. 
And that Mr. Chubb was conſcious of this (we may con- 
jecture) becauſe, in all his Book, he is Bot bold enough to 


call that Spirit (which he faith was united to a fleſhy rt) 


a human Soul: but only faith, when united to the Fleſh, it 
ſupplied the place of a rational human Spirit; and faith, 
that in Chriſt there was but one ſpiritual Subſiſtence, to 
wit, God the Word. X 

Can Mr. Chubb think that human Souls are not a different 
Species of Spirits from Angels? Can he think that any ra- 
tional Spirit, fave a human Soul united to a Body, can be 
a Man? He faith he is a Member of the Church of Ezg- 
land; but verily, if the Church of England was his Mother, 
a Wolf hath been his Nurſe ; for to be ſure he never drew 
ſuch Milk from that Mother's Breaſt. 

What tho Mr. Chubb profeſs and fay a hundred times, 
Chriſt was a Man; yet if he affirm he had other conſtitu- 
tive Parts, than thoſe that conſtitute a Man, we are ſure 
ſuch a Compoſitum is not a Man, and conſequently not the 
true Chriſt, let Mr. Chubb fay what he will. 

Indeed he faith, his Chriſt was a Man, and more than a 
Man ; but he ſhould have proved it, which I afſure him he 
never ſhall do : for in one individual Nature, to be that Na- 
ture, and more than that Nature, is impoſſible, and im- 
Plies a Contradiction; for one individual Nature can be 
no more than conſtitutes that Nature: This to me is a 
Demonſtration. But Mr. Chubb is a daring Man, and baulks 
at nothing that he thinks may ſerve his eſpouſed Cauſe, and 
therefore may try what he can ſay. 

Further, I ſay, that if Mr. Chubb ſhould affirm, that the 
created God he ſpeaks of was a human Soul before the 
Creation ; it will follow, that this created God, who made 
the World, was for thouſands of years an imperfect Crea- 
ture : for a human Soul, not vitally united to a Body, is an 
8 lc Being, as having Inclinations unſatisfy'd. Ke 

have ſaid ſome things by the by: but becauſe he faith, 
he puts as high a Value on the Sacrifice of (his nominal) 
Chriſt, as any Chriſtians whatſoever do on (the true) Chriſt; 
let us now examine what he faith. 

Pag. 33. he faith, * The ſpiritual part, which took place 
© in Chriſt, was God the Word ; and this made him more 
© than a Man, tho notwithſtanding this he was a Man. 

Mr. Chubb thinks (it's like) that he hath a Licence to 
ſpeak Nonſenſe and Contradictions. God the Word (ie) 
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he) united to the fleſhy part, was more than a Man, and 
yet a Man.” (This is to beunderſtood in one individual. 
Nature, for he will allow but one rational Nature in Chriſt, 
und that the human, and faith, that God the Word was a 
art of human Nature.) Then it muſt follow, that God 
he Word, vix. a created God, in the very human Nature, 
25a Man, and more than a Man; that is, muſt be a hu- 
man Sonl, and more than a human Soul : For that ſpiritual 
erſon not being diviſible (becauſe a Spirit) being himſelf 
but a part of human Nature, and fo, as he faith, becoming 
Ia Man, by being united to a fleſhy part; how this Compo- 

ſitum was a Man, and more than a Man, I challenge Mr. 
Chubb, together with the whole Tribe of the Arians, to 
demonſtrate. 
The Arians call Chriſt God the Word, and the Scripture 
alls him ſo, becauſe he is the ſubſtantial Word of God, of 
the ſame Eſſence with the Father. And I demand of Mr. 
Chubb how he can call Chriſt the Word of God, if he be a 
ie Creature, and therefore in Nature infinitely diſtant from 
God. St. John faith, The Word was God, not a Being infi- 
2 Woitely beneath him, as every created Being muſt needs be: 
he he Holy Ghoſt faith, the Word was God, and ſhall we 
a- think that the holy Spirit doth mean any thing other than 
n- the moſt high God, ſeeing in that very place he attributes 
be the making of all things to him? If it ſhould not be ſo, we 
2 {Wihoald have no certain Idea fixed to the ſaid Word, and all 
ks _ would be left at utter Uncertainty in moſt Places of 
cripture. | 
he true Chriſt indeed was a Man and more than a 
he Min, but not in one Nature; but Mr. Chubb will have 
he but one Nature in Chriſt, and yet affirms him a Man and 
de more than a Man! When the Divine Nature, as he calls 
a. Was united to a fleſhy part, he became part of the hu- 
an Iman Nature, and was a Man; then I infer, that the Divi- 
ty or the God, as Mr. Chubb calls him, by being united 
wa little Fleſh, loſt the whole divine Nature, and only be- 
ame a part of human Nature (for he allows but one Na- 
ure in Chriſt, to wit, the human) and notwithſtanding 
Was a Man and more than a Man. | $28 
oe hat wonderful Myſteries are in Arianiſm A God 
ng his divine Nature, and becoming but even a part of 
man Nature! and with a little Fleſh, made a Man! Ve- 


ſuurlase! but ſtranger, to be a Man and more than a 
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See. what ſtraits the admitting but one Error for Truth 
will drive Men into ! | 

Pag. 33, he proceeds thus: And as the divine Word in 
© Chriſt was the ſame, as the rational Spirit is in all other 
© Men; fo the Word, and moſt divine Part, did receive 
Impreſſions from, and ſuffer with the fleſhy part he was 
united to, even as the rational Spirit doth receive Im. 
< preſſjons from, and ſuffer with the fleſhy part in all other 
4 Men; and conſequently Chriſt ſuffered in his higheſt Na. 

rure,” 


I anſwer ; That this cannot poſſibly be, I argue from n 
Mr, Chubb's own Conceſſions: For the divine Word, uni 
ted to a fleſhy part, and thereby becoming but a part of o 
the human Nature, and no more, inaſmuch as a Spirit t 
can't be divided, for this Cauſe could not ſuffer in his di- Mi fe 
vine Nature: for Mr. Chubb affirming there was only one e 
Nature in Chriſt, and that it was the human, the ſaid di- Ne 
vine Nature muſt be loſt, by being ingulfed into the Fleſh li. 
or human Nature: So that ſeeing it was the human Na M 
ture, or the Man Chriſt ſuffered, and the divine Nature loft h. 
in the fleſhy part, not more than a Man ſuffered; and C 
Chriſt could not ſuffer in a Nature he had not, for he a. he 
firms him a Man, and the divine Nature to be part of the * 
Man. See the Myſteries of Ar:aniſm! But I proceed. m 
© The divine Word in Chriſt, faith he, was the ſame as en 
© the rational Spirit in all other Men.“ If he mean it was 
the ſame in its Nature, then the Chriſt, he ſpeaks of, was 
not more than a Man, as he affirms he was. If he mean, T 
that that created divine Word performed only the Offices Wil i 
of the human Soul to the fleſhy part, and yet retained us fu 
own Nature, then he could not become a part of human ſy 
Nature, as it is affirmed he did; nor, when united to ti co 
Fleſh, become a Man, And then it was not a Man died on . /- 
the Croſs, whatever Impreſſions ſuch a Creature might fe. 
ceive from the Fleſh, and whatever that higheſt Nature fut 4 
fered could ſignify nothing to the Redemption of Men, him. + 
{elf not being a Man. „ 65 
_ i--Certainly Proteus could never take to himſelf more . 50 
rious Forms than Arians do: ſometimes their Chriſt is this 10 
ſometimes that, there is nothing certain in the Arian Rel! 4 
gion but Error, and I can call it nothing but a multiformed h 
Monſter. e | SSA 6 F 7 Pw bf F 8⁴ 
From the Premiſes Mr. Chubb had laid down, he col th 
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cludes, that the Offering that was offered on the-Crob fo 
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Sinners Salvation, was more than a mere human Crea- 
ture, viz. the Word or Son of God; but it appears by 
what is faid above, that he hath reckoned too faſt, and there- 
fore muſt come to a new Account, KY] 
© From which, faith he, it follows, that we have a higher 
„Opinion of the Thing or Sacrifice that was offered, than 
© either the Cerinthians, Sabellians, or Scinians have, But 
what ſignifieth what Mens Opinions be, if they have no 
foundation for ſuch Opinions; as it is manifeſt that Mr. Chubb 
hath none for his? and if he had, yet his Opinion of it is 
not ſo high as the merit of the thing requires, TN 
Becauſe it was a Man conſiſt ing of Soul and Body, by th 
omnipotent Power of God taken into perſonal Union with 
the co-efſential Son of God, that was offered on the Croſs 
for a ſweet-ſmelling Savour, whereby Man was redeemed, 
c. Which Union of the Humanity with God the Son, 
carried infinitely more Merit with it (becauſe ſo near al- 
lied to the Divinity) than if ten thonſand ſuch Gods 
Mr. Chubb ſpeaks of, joined to ſo many real Humanities, 
had been ſacrificed. The Reaſon is, becauſe the higheſt 
Creature is infinitely diſtant from the divine Nature, But 
here is a Nearneſs no Creature beſides ever had, a. Unity 
with the very Perſon of the Son of God, the higheſt and 
moſt adorable Manifeſtation of Divine Love to Sinners that 
ever could be manifeſt : This was the Lord's doing, and is 
marvellous in the Eyes of all Redeemed Ones, 
What's the Righteouſneſs of a mere Creature to this? 
There can be nothing to ſpare for us miſerable and naked 
dinners, Let all the Saints eternally bleſs God for giving 
ſuch a Saviour, who every way is ſufficient ; yea, is an all- 
ſufficient Redeemer, able to ſave to the uttermoſt all that 
come to God by him. I pleaſed the Father that in him 
Jiould all Fulneſs dwell, 3 i 2 
In his 34th pag. he tells us, The thing which he is to 
prove is this, That the Word, or Son of God, was it 
elf part of the Man Chriſt Jeſus ; that it was in place of 
* the rational Spirit, and that it acted in and animated the 
* fleſhy part, as the rational Spirit doth act in and animate 
the fleſhy part in all other Men: and this he faith he ſhall 
do by abundant Evidence of Scripture.” | ak 1 
The firſt» Scripture is Zech. 13. 7: Awake, O Sword, a- 
dainſt my Shepherds, againſt the Man that is my Fellow, ſaith 
the Lord of * Hoſts. « Here, faith he, the very Being which 
| p calld God's Fellow, is ſaid to be a Man, &c.” 
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Here I anſwer, It's impoſſible, what is here ſaid ſhould 
have relation to Mr. Chull's Chriſt : For God's Fellow ix 
faid to be a Man, but all the Men on Earth can never proye 
Mr. Chubb's Chriſt to be a Man, if any ſuch Creature as he 
calls Chriſt had ever been made. 

Secondly, The Orthodox ſay, That the Perſon who i; 
the eſſential Son of God, is alſo a Man. And let me ſiy 
further, the Church is the Spouſe of Chriſt, eſpouſed ty 
Chriſt the Lord of Hoſts : 15 54. 5. Thy Maker is thy 
Husband, the Lord of Hoſts is his Name, and thy Redeemer 
pre Holy One of Iſrael, the God of the whole Earth ſhall he he 
Called. * 

Let Mr. Chubb now ſay, whether the Lord of Hoſts is a 
Creature, as he affirms his Chriſt to be; therefore the 
Chriſt he ſpeaks of is not the Lord of Hoſts, nor yet God's 
Fellow, Peer or Equal: But the Man Chriſt Jeſus being 
taken into perſonal Union with the Lord of Hoſts, from 
the Super-excellency of that Union, may well be termed 
God's Fellow, the ſame Perſon who is Man being alſo the 
Son of God, and ſo God's Fellow ; that which is proper to 
the Perſon, being by the Holy Ghoſt applied to the Hu- 
manity. 

The Note Mr. Chubb hath on this Text is, Here we ſee 
© the very Being, which is called God's Fellow, is faid to 
© bea Man.” We acknowledg the ſame, tho in a ſounder 
Senſe than he. But he adds, © Not united to a Being that 
© was a. Man.“ lanſwer, Mr. Chubb prevaricates, there is 
no negative Particle in the Text. | 

His next Evidence he brings, is Acts 2. 22, Feſus of Na- 
zareth, a Man approved of God, by Miracles, Wonders, and 
Signs which God did by him in the midſt of you. 

© Here, faith he, if the Term God be applied to the 
© Son, then God did bear witneſs to the Humanity alone, 
(What was the Humanity alone but the Divinity, as he 
calls it, ſwallowed up in the- fleſhy part, and becoming 
Man ?) © conſidered in a diſtin& ſeparate Capacity from the 
divine Word.” But that can be only a dead Lump of Flelh, 
if ſeparated from the Divinity and how can that be called 
a Man? or, in Mr. Chubb's ſenſe to work Miracles. This 
© faith he, cannot be; and becauſe no body could ſo under- 
ſtand it, he might have ſpared the Labour of mention” 
ing it. | IX 

The Term God, faith he, is applied to God the Fa- 
ther; and if ſo, it was the Divinity of the Son. hl 
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wrought theſe Works, becauſe they were wrought to 

hear witneſs to the Being that wronght them ; and the 

Being they did bear witneſs to, was the Word or Son of 
God. 8. * 

It muſt always be remembred in reading Mr. Chubb's 
Writings, that he hath affixed other Senſe to words than 
Chriſtians have ſtill done; and the Difficulty is to remem- 
ber what Senſe he hath affixed to ſuch and ſuch words. S 

Thus what he calls the Word of God, Son of God, God, 
is by moſt Chriſtians, for above a thouland years, under- 
{ood a Perſon ſubſiſting in the Divine Eflence. But he un- 
derſtands by thoſe Terms, a Creature exiſting before the 
World was. And becauſe the co-eſſential Son of God is 
ſaid to create the World, he, to ape it, tells us, that this 
created Deity was God's Agent in creating the World, and 
received Ability from the Father to do it. How impoſſible 
a thing this is, I have before ſhewed : but this created God, 
becauſe a Creature, muſt be infinitely diſtant from the di- 
vine Nature: for there (of neceſſity) muſt be an infinite 
diſtance between the Creator and the Creature, otherwiſe 
the Creator muſt convey. his own eſſential Perfe&ions to 
his Creature, which is impoſlible. For thoſe PerfeQions, 
which depend not on the divine Will, cannot be communi- 
cated to another by the divine Will; but the divine Perfec- 
tions, being the very divine Eſſence, are abſolutely neceſſary, 
therefore ſo are the divine Perfe&ions dependent thereon; 
as Omnipotency, Omniſcience, Omnipreſence, theſe are 
the Per fections of the divine Eſſence abſolutely neceſſary, 
and therefore impoſſible to be communicated to any Crea- 
ture by the divine Will: therefore we ſay God cannot 
make a God like himſelf, therefore he cannot give Ability 
to create to any Creature, And here falls for ever that A- 
gency that Mr, Chubb attributes to that Creature he calls the 
Son, from the Impoſſibility of the thing; and conſequent- 
ly the Arian Doctrine, concerning the Son of God being a 
Creature inferior to the Father, is utterly overthrown? So 
let all the Enemies, I mean the inveterate Enemies of the 
Son of God, periſh. IT | 

Mr. Chubb's Son of God, Cc. is but a Creature of a ſu- 
perangelical Nature, which by taking a fleſhy part, could 
not become a Man; and therefore the Text hath no Con- 
cern with this Creature, but wholly makes againſt him. 
And it is worth our Obſervation, ot 0 
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That this Man, that endeavours to rob Chriſt of his 
Godhead, is ſo infatuated in his Underſtanding, that he ſet; 
up for Chriſt a Creature, that which he cannot prove to 
be God or Man; and ſo all Pretenſions that he ſhould be 
the Chriſt of God, are utterly razed out. 

Mr. Chubb's Chriſt is but a Creature, (I ſpeak his own 
Senſe, but I deny any ſuch Being, and from the Impoſſibili. 
ty of the thing challenge all the Arians in the World to 
prove it:) but no Creature can by any inherent Power Mt 4, 
work Miracles, as I have ſhewed before; therefore if the 
Miracles wrought by our Saviour were to bear Teſtimony 
that he was the Son of God and Saviour of the World that. 

wrought them, it wholly agrees to our Hypotheſis, which WW: 
is, _ the Lord Jeſus Chriſt is both God and Man in one 

erion. 4 

This very Son of God wrought thoſe Miracles, Won 
ders, and Signs, at the word of the Humanity, thereby 

witneſſing that the very Perſon Jeſus Chriſt was the Son Ml + 
of God and Saviour of the World; and the Text is whol- 

ly agreeing to our Hypotheſis, and ruinous of his. f 

The next Scripture he cites is, Acts 17. 3 1. Becauſe be 5 

N 

t 
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bath appointed a Day in which he will judge the World by 
that Man whom he hath ordained. 

- -Anſw. The Orthodox prove Chriſt to be a Man, tho they 
acknowledge him to be true and eſſential God alſo ; and 
Here is not the leaſt ſhadow of an Argument to be drawn : 
from this Text againſt them. 
But it is wholly againſt Mr. Chubb, becauſe the Being he WM | 
calls the Son of God, &c. can never be proved to be a 
Man, becauſe *ris a Body without a Soul. 

Another Evidence Mr. Chubb brings, is 1 Cor. 15. 47. Tye 
firſt Man is of the Earth earthy, the ſecond Man is the Lord 
from Heaven, 925 

- Hence he obſerves, the firſt and ſecond Adam are of 1 
twofold Extraction. This very Paſſage of Mr. Chubb hath 
giverPaway all he hath been contending for, If, faith he, 
© the ſecond Adam was, in his ſpiritual part, the ſame as 
© all other Men (that is, had a rational Soul) then they had 
© been of the ſame Extraction: But he urges from the 
Text, That the firſt and ſecond Adam are of a twofold 
Extraction; but the firſt Adam was a Man, if the ſecond 
Adam was not of the ſame Extraction, or the ſame in his 
ſpiritual part, then he was not a true Man: and conſequent- 
ly what he calls the ſecond Adam was not the true ay 
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ot an Antichriſt, ſet up in oppoſition to the true Chriſt, 


The firſt and ſecond Adam areof à twofold Extraction; 
hat if the ſecond Man was, in his ſpiritual part, the ſame 


s all other Men, then they had been of the ſame Extrac- 


ion as all other Men, And I fay, hence it muſt follow, that 


f the ſecond Adam be not, in the ſpiritual part, the ame 
s all other Men, ſeeing the Manhood is chiefly predicated 
of the ſpiritual Part; then what Mr. Chubb calls the ſecond 


Adam was not a Man. And becauſe Mr, Chubb faith, The 
divine Nature was the ſpiritual — in his Chriſt, and not 
© 1 human Soul, which is the ſpiritual part in all other 
Men z therefore it follows Mr. Chubb's Chriſt was not 
a Man, | 
Yet on this Mr. Chubb boaſteth : This Text, faith he, 
© is ſo clear a Proof of what we have aſſerted, that it 
© almoſt proveth it ſufficiently it ſelf.” X 
And for him to talk of a Proof, when every thing in 
the Text is againſt him, is ſottiſh, almoſt beyond Example. 
If by the ſpiritual part in Chriſt, Mr. Chubb did under- 
ſtand a human Soul, I ſhould eaſily grant that Chriſt's 
Soul was of the ſame Extraction as the Souls of all other 
Men (the Sin cleaving to the Souls of others excepted) for 
this the Scripture witneſſeth to, That he was made in all 
things like unto his Brethren, Sin only excepted, | 
But if he mean (as indeed he doth) by his ſpiritual part, 
a Creature of another Species from the human Soul, which 
he calls a God; I look on that as a mere Fiction, and have 
ſaid enough to that already. | | 
But if Mr. Chubb will hear the Truth, This Text only in- 
tends the Purity and Holineſs of the Lord Chriſt's Huma- 
nity, his Conception being of the Holy Ghoſt : For ſo faith 
the Angel to the holy Virgin, The Holy Ghoſt fhall come up- 
on thee, and the Power of the Higheſt ſhall overſhadow thee, 
&. Now that this is the true genuine Senſe of the Text, 
appears from the Verſe following the Text: As is the garthy, 
ſuch are they alſo that are earthy , and as is the heavenly, 
Juch are they alſo that are heavenly. But who are they that 
are here ſaid to be heavenly after the Pattern of the hea- 
venly Adam, but the Regenerate that are born of the Spi- 
rit, that are ſaid to be born from above, to be made Par- 
takers of the divine Nature, that are renewed in Know- 
ledge after the Image of God? not that have another 
ſpiritual Intelligence, inſtead of a human Soul, as he feigns 
of his Chriſt, an Inſtance of which never was; but that 


are 


94 


Arianiſm Aiomi cel. 

are ſanctify'd in their Souls, and have heavenly Minds 
And he that in the Text is faid to be the Lord from Hex 

ven, if it muſt reſpe& his Humanity, it is fairly interpreteg 

of his wonderful and holy Conception ; as the Saints are 

faid to be born, in their Regeneration, by the Spirit 9 
God, and fo to be ſuch or like this heavenly Saviour. 

It would be a very tedious and burdenſom thing, as wel 
as unprofitable, for me to follow Mr. Chubb in his Ramble, 
through all thoſe Scriptures which ſpeak of our Saviour“ 
being a Man; which we acknowledge, confeſs, and proye, 
from his having a reaſonable Soul and human Body. 

Let Mr. Chubb ſay, whether a human Soul united vitally Wl; 
to the fleſhy part of a Brute, and ſo able to do all the 
Offices of the brutal Spirit in that Body, would be a Brute: WM; 
would not ſuch a Compoſitum be eſteemed another Spe. 
cies of Being ? 

How then can a ſuperangelical Creature, united to a hu. 
man Body, be a Man? And now I appeal to all the Ser- WT; 

-vants of Chriſt, whether I have not ſolidly proved, that the 
ſuppoſed Being Mr. Chubb ſets up as Chriſt, to be a mere 10 
Phantom, is the Dotage of a proud Mind. And ſeeing that 
I have demonſtrated, that it is impoſſible a Creature ſhould p. 
be receptive of creative Power; thence it follows, that pl 
Mr. Chubb's Chriſt, that he exhibits to the World, being Wl 
but a Creature, he could not be the Creator of the Uni. n 
verſe ; and conſequently no ſuch Perſon ever was, as he ſets b. 
forth. Therefore what he calls upon Men to receive as the 
true Chriſt and Saviour of the World, is an Idol, and an d 
- Antichriſt ; which, whoſoever truſts in, departs from the Wl 
Faith, and without Repentance will certainly periſh. 

As to the multitude of Scriptures brought to confirm his y 
Doctrine, ſeeing the Foundation he built on is removed, all Wl 
his Superſtructure neceſſarily falls: and ſeeing there is no Will 
ſuch Creature as he ſets forth, or if there were, he could 
not he the true Chriſt, becauſe he was not a Man; it 
manifeſt, that his After-work can fignify juſt nothing: and 
every Chriſtian may ſee, they are Scriptures merely wreſted 
and abuſed. - 

Let none regard the Meanneſs of the Inſtrument, but if 
any thing above written do by God's Bleſſing make for the 
ſtrengthning of the Faith of any poor, doubting, trem- 
bling Soul, that under the preſent Tryal knew not what to 


chuſe; let thanks be given only to that Abſolute, Simple, 
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ternal, Immutable, Immenſe, and Omnipotent God, Fa- 
her, Son, and Holy Spirit. Amen. 
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hat the Divine Word was a real pur of Humanity; That 
it was not, when incarnate, united to the intire Humanity, 
but was it ſelf a mu of it. 2%: 44, 47- 

And pag. 48. he faith, The Divine Word, when conſi- 

© der'd alone, even when join'd to a fleſhy part, was but a 

© part of Humanity: and before it was join'd to the bodily 

«and fleſhy part, it was no part of Humanity.“ And in 
the ſame Page he denies the Word to be truly a Man, con- 
ider d ſeparate from the fleſhy part. | 

What pretty things are here! Firſt, Mr. Chubb affirms, 
that the fleſhy part is not intire Humanity. Secondly, that 
the Creature which he calls the Divine Word, ſeparate from 
the leſhy part, is no part of Humanity. 

demand then, how their Union can conſtitute a Man? 
That which -was no part of Humanity, can't poſlibly be- 
come a part, by Union with the Fleſh; for then it muſt 
re loſe its divine Nature, and put on another Species of Being. 
at It ſeems, according to Mr. Chubb, this ſuppoſed divine 
nd Perſon loſt his divine Nature, and by being inſerted (as he 
at BN phraſes it) into a fleſhy part, became a Man, Could that 
Ns Man then be a human Perſon, and a divine Perſon in hu- 
n man Nature only? And if that (ſuppoſed) divine Perſon 
ets became a Man, was he a God and a Man in the human Na- 
| ture only? Is not that. a Contradi&ion, a God without a 
an ll divine Nature? For he was a Man, as he affirms, and 
he therefore not God. 

How then did God die and ſuffer, when the Man died ? 
ais vet this Mr. Chubb affirms. A Man died, and more than a 
Man died; he ſuffer'd in his divine Nature, and yet had but 
one Nature, viz. human, What Confuſion is here ! 

Pag. 39. Mr. Chubb ſaith, The moſt divine part was it 
elf the Humanity, or the rational part of the Humanity. 
And pag. 42. The divine Word ſuffer'd with the fleſhy part 
to which it was united, and therefore was it ſelf part of 


Nour did die, by being ſeparated from that mortal Body to 

Which it was united. Had not Mr. Chubb ſpake theſe things 

M a Suppoſition that this divine mn of our Saviour was a 
P 


Creature, they had been all Blaſphemies; but taken in his 
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One thing more I am minded to add. Mr. Chubb tells us, 


wm 


tie Humanity. And pag. 44. The divine part of our Sa- 


ſenſe, _ 
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ſenſe, they are egregious Felfies and Contradictions, as be: 
fore is ſhewn. ; 2 OLE REY Trey 
For if our Saviour was a Creature, whoſe conſtitutive 
Parts were a ſuperangelical Perſon, and a Body of Fleſh; 
then he was not a Man, nor like to other Men: and Mr. C. 
Word muſt not be allow'd to over-ballance the Reaſon of 
all Mankind. | 
Seeing therefore Mr. Chubb's bare Word is not to be ts. 
ken in this caſe, I do therefore pray Mr. Chubb to demon- 
ſtrate how it was poſlible that Chriſt could be a Man, and 
more than a Man, that is, a Man and a God in one Nature 
baly ? How the Divinity ſuffer'd, if only a Man ſuffer'd ? 
How it was poflible that this Divine Perſon ſhould loſe his 
Divinity; by taking to him a fleſhy part? What became 
bf the Manhood when the fleſhy part was dead, on the 
Croſs, and for three days in the Grave? Whether the di. 
vine Nature ſeparated, was now ea part of human Nature? 
How that could be, ſeeing before united it was no part of 
human Nature? Whether now diſ-engaged from the Body, 
and not acting in and by bodily Organs, he is not the ſame 
glorious Creature as before? And how it can be other- 
wiſe, ſeeing when out of the Body he is not of the ſame 
Nature as when in it? Alio whether there was any Chriſt 
exiſtent in the World, while the Body lay in the Grave? 
For the Body not being a human Perſon, could not be the 
Chriſt, The divine Nature ſeparated by the Death of the 
Body, not being a human Perſon, nor any part of human 
Nature, could not be the Chriſt. Therefore I conclude 
from Mr. Chubb's words, that while the afſumed Body lay 
in the Grave, there was never a Chriſt in the World, and 
conſequently no Mediator between God and Men, 
If this be not fo, let Mr. Chubb ſhew how. that divine 
Creature or God (as he calls him) could be our Mediator; 
ſeeing, by his own confeſlion, before he took a fleſhy part, 
he was no part of a Man; and when ſeparated from the 
fleſhy part, he can be no Man, by the ſame reaſon. 
Therefore according to the Arian Divinity, after the Ex- 
hibition of the Son. of God in the Fleſh, the World was 
Three days without a Chriſt ; and conſequently the Church, 
during that time, had no Gbject for their Faith and Hope. 
For becauſe Mr. Chubb's Chriſt had no human Soul related 
to the fleſhy part, no Perſon ſubſiſting in human Nature 
could be found to be the Object of Faith, And if Chriſt 
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lid ceaſe to be Mediator for three days, he would have been 
vercome, and all Men undone for ever. | 

[ 8 therefore with my Queries about this (ſup- 
oſed) divine Creature's being but a Creature, and there- 
re not able to ſtand in its Glory and Bleſſedneſs one mi- 
ute, without the continu'd Influx of God's Grace. How 
an it be thought, that God would enter into a Covenant 
f enen for the World with him, who, as I faid, 
as not able ro uphold himſelf in his own Bleſſedneſs, nay 
ot in his Efſence ? 

Is it not manifeſt from the dependent Nature of every 
reature, that the higheſt and moſt glorious Angel, and 
very poſfible created Being, are too weak to uphold their 
wn Beings? And whatever Men may think of the Nature 
{ Angels, ſuppoſing them immortal becauſe Spirits ; I muſt 
y they are not immortal for that reaſon, for God only 
ath abſolate Immortality, As Creatures they are depen- 
y, Went on their Creator for their Exiſtence, and the Conti- 
ne Wunce of it; and he that made them of nothing, can re- 
r- lire them into nothing again. However, they are ſaid to 
ne Ie immortal, becauſe not only of divine Ordination, but 
iſt Wilo becauſe they cannot by outward Force be kill'd: none 


it God can deſtroy that glorious Workmanſhip. 
he Wl Now ſeeing no created Being hath ſtrength to preſerve it 
he lf either in Bleſſedneſs or Exiſtence, would God, think 


on, hang all the Glory of fallen Man's Recovery and eter- 


de i Happineſs on ſo weak a Foundation 2 | 
ay The Laws the Divine Being lays on his Creatures, rela- | 
nd Ws to their Obedience and Happineſs, in conſequence 


tereof, (call'd his covenanting with them) tho not above 


ne {Wiilities given them, yet are not kept without his gracious 
r; Woncurſe and Premotion, What ſhall we ſay then of things 
rt, Nove the Ability of any Creature, as is the Work of Cre» 
he on, Regeneration, and perfecting the Work of Grace in 


len Creatures, ſatisfying divine Juſtice by an infinitely 
Eritorious Sacrifice? Will God commit theſe to the Con- 
t of an indigent and weak Creature, who hath not, nor 
n poſlibly have (as I have proved before) any inherent 
Mer proportionable to ſo great Works? What Agent or 
Ider-Workman can God have in creating the World of 
Itits, who.are all immediate Effects of the divine Will? 
I do theſe Arians rob God the Father of his Glory 

taking away the Godhead of his only-begotten Son | 
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And hang all the Glory of the old, as well as new Cr 
ation, upon a weak, dependent, and inſufficient Creature! 

How then can we ſuppoſe God to enter into Covena 
with a mere Creature, for the Redemption of the Worlf 
ſeeing no mere Creature can be clothed with Abilities mg 
for a Mediator between God and Man? And therefo 
according to Mr, Chubb's Hypothelis, the Church never ha 
any Mediator, never had any Redeemer ; was not on| 
without a Chriſt three days, when the fleſhy part lay in th 
Grave, but ſeveral thouſands of Years, even as many 1 
the World hath ſtood. | | 

But becauſe it is moſt true, that the Church hath had! 
Mediator from the beginning, therefore what Perl 
Mr. Chubb ſets up for a Chriſt, is no Chriſt; and therelor 
all Mr, Chubb's Labour periſheth. 

I cannot but wonder how a Notion ſo groſs, ſo full d 
Abſurdities and Blaſphemy, as is the Conceit of a Creature 
Agency in creating the Univerſe, could be entertain'd i 
conſidering Minds, Was it the Novelty of the thing thi 
took Mens Fancies? Was it the gaudy Dreſs the Ari 
Idol was by Satan's Subtilty array'd in, that deceived the 
Minds? Or doth the Arminian Lake naturally diſgorge i 
ſelf into the dead Sea of Arianiſm? Certainly there mi) 
be ſomething in that, but I hope all do not run that way. 

What a full Teſtimony do the Scriptures give to the Di 
vinity and Eternity of the Son of God, and Manhood'd 
Chriſt, neither of which do agree to the Ariun Chrilt 
who, as ſet forth by Mr, Chubb, is neither God nor Man 
And therefore I have call'd it by the apteſt Names I coul 
think of, to wit, a Phantom, Chimera, Idol, Antichrit 
Cc. for which no Man ought to blame me, ſeeing I have 
fully proved it ſo to be, from Mr. Chubb's own Conceſiion: 
have call'd Things and Perſons, as they appear to m 
Eye: and when I ſay, Mr. Chubb is a Setter-forth of a fall 
Chriſt, an Apoſtle of Antichriſt, that he preaches anothet 
Goſpel, Cc. it was becauſe I thought I had fully fix'd tit 
thing on him, by variety of Arguments, 

I have nothing perſonal againſt Mr. Chubb: and what 
faid, was not out of malice, but what I eſteem neceſſary, 
ſometimes to awaken my Reader's Attention to the thing 
debated; and is not ſo much to render Mr. Chubb ridict 
lous, as the Doctrine he brings hateful and odious. And 
tho indeed there be nothing of Argument in ſuch Appell 
2 | | | | a ; E 3 tions 
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tons, yet thereby the Reader's Curioſity may be ſtirred © 
p, to a more exact Diſquiſition of the matter in hand. 
And I think Mr. Chubb himſelf, on the reading hereof 
ill ſee that I had as much reaſon for what I have ſaid of 
im, as he had to fay or inſinuate, p. 28. That they who 
ſhould object to what he had ſaid, would be rude, baſe, and 
anderous. | 

I confeſs I have done what he will not like, but think 
tis what he cannot diſprove. He may account me rude, I 
annot help it: my Manners are not fo polite, as to flatter 
Error to avoid his Cenſure, As being baſe therein, the 
Term wants his Explanation. I know of nothing baſe, but 
what is wicked and unbecoming : if any ſuch thing he find, 
let him not ſpare me, who deſire no favour in ſuch a caſe. 
And if I have ſlander'd him, Iam ſure it is with a matter of 
Truth, If Mr. Chubb think otherwiſe, he knows his liber- 
ty, and may defend his Hypotheſis if he can. 

But till that be done, he ſhould eſteem me as his Friend, for 
ſo plainly and freely opening his Faults before him: which, 
that it may be inſtrumental not only to his Recovery, but 
for the Recovery of all others inſnared by the Wiles of Sa- 
tan, is the hearty Deſire of Ry T 
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by in Bartholomey 
_ Cloſe, London. 


OErmons preach'd upon ſpecial Occaſions, by the late Rev. Mr. J. 
O Piggott, Miniſter of the Goſpel: together with Mr. Pilkingtor's | 
cantation of Popery, as *twas publiſh'd by Mr. Piggott. To which 
added, his Funeral Sermon preach'd by Mr. Foſeph Stennett. 
Stennei's Hymns for the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper. 
His Verſion of Solomon's Song. Theſe two proper to b 
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together. 


His Anſwer to Mr. David Ruſſen's Book, intitled, Fundam 
tals without a Foundation, or a true Picture of the Anabaptiſts. 
Advice to the Young ; or, the Reaſonableneſs and Adyant: 
of an early Converſion to God demonſtrated, in 3 Diſcourſes on 
cleſiaſtes 12. 1. The ſecond Edition, To which is added, a Ser 
preach'd from 2 Cor. 5. 4. at the Funeral of Mr. John Belcher, | 
Miniſter of the Goſpel, 


Reflections on Mr. Wall's Hiſtory of Infant-Baptiſm, in ſeyeral 
ters to a Friend, | 


